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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  OX  VACCINATION  EXPENSES. 


MINUTE  OF  APPOINTMENT. 


I  hereby  appoint  Evan  Henry  Llewellyn,  Esquire,  m.p.,  John  Lithibv, 
Esquire,  Robert  Bruce  Low,  Esquire,  m.d.,  and  William  Vallance, 
Esquire,  to  be  a  Committee  to  inquire  and  report  with  regard  to 

(1.)  The  payments  at  present  made  under  the  Vaccination  Order. 
1898,  in  respect  of  the  remuneration,  costs,  and  expenses  of  Public  Vac- 
cinators and  Vaccination  Officers  ;  and 

(2.)  Whether  any,  and  if  so  what,  alterations  should  be  made  in  relation 
to  the  remuneration,  costs,  and  expenses  of  these  officers. 

And  I.  hereby  appoint  Aubrey  Vere  Symonds,  Esquire,  to  be  Secretary 
to  the  Committee, 


(Signed)    WALTER  H.  LONG, 

President. 

Local  Government  Board, 
September,  1903. 
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REPORT. 


lo   the  Rigid    Honourable    Walter   Hume    Long,    M.P.,   President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board. 


Sir, 

We  have  considered  the  questions  referred  to  us  for  inquiry,  and  we  have 
the  honour  to  report  as  follows  : — - 

Procedure. 

1.  We  placed  ourselves  without  delay  in  communication  with  the 
Association  of  Poor  Law  Unions  in  England  and  AVales,  the  National  Poor 
Law  Officers'  Association,  the  Association  of  Public  Vaccinators  of  England 
and  Wales,  and  the  National  Vaccination  Officers'  Association.  In  inviting 
these  Associations  to  give  evidence,  we  suggested  that  each  should  select  two 
members,  one  representing  urban  and  thickly  populated  districts,  and  the 
other  rural  and  sparsely  populated  areas.  Subsequently  we  acceded  to  the 
request  of  the  Association  of  Poor  Law  Unions  and  of  the  Association  of  Public 
Vaccinators  that  we  should  receive  the  evidence  of  three  members  of  each  of 
these  Associations,  one  representing  Metropolitan  or  quasi-Metropolitan  districts, 
another  urban  districts  outside  the  Metropolis,  and  the  third  rural  districts. 
The  National  Poor  Law  Officers'  Association  gave  evidence  through  their 
President,  Mr.  T.  W.  Mallam. 

2.  We  also  heard  the  evidence  of  some  other  members  and  officers  of 
boards  of  guardians,  including  public  vaccinators,  who  were  good  enough  to 
place  their  views  before  us. 

3.  What  may  be  termed  the  historical  aspect  of  the  questions  submitted 
to  us  for  investigation  was  very  clearly  presented  to  us  by  Mr.  W.  Wellington 
Conolly,  of  the  Local  Government  Board,  who  was  the  first  witness  whom 
we  examined. 

4.  At  the  commencement  of  our  inquiry  we  perceived  the  necessity  of 
obtaining  some  reliable  statistics  with  regard  to  the  cost  of  vaccination 
throughout  England  and  Wales,  and  at  our  instance  the  Local  Government  Board 
called  for  a  Return  from  each  Union  showing  the  costs  and  expenses  of  public 
vaccination  before  and  after  the  issue  of  the  Vaccination  Order,  1S98.  These 
Returns  (the  preparation  of  which  has,  we  fear,  entailed  a  considerable  amount 
of  heavy  labour  upon  Clerks  to  Guardians  and  others)  have  proved  most  valuable, 
in  assisting  us  to  form  a  judgment  upon  the  matters  referred  to  us.  They  are 
tabulated  in  the  Appendix  to  this  Report.  App  XXIX 

5.  We  have  met  15  times,  and  have  examined  16  witnesses. 

Increase  in  the  cost  of  public  vaccination. 

G.  The  Local  Taxation  Returns  show  that  the  annual  Poor  Rate  expen- 
diture for  England  and  Wales  in  respect  of  public  vaccination,  which  for  the 
year  ending  Lady  Day,  1872,  amounted  to  £112,942,  had  from  that  point 
gradually  decreased,  until  in  the  year  ending  Lady  Day,  1891),  it  was  only 
£72,G65.  In  the  year  ending  Lady  Day,  1900  (the  first  complete  year 
under  the  system  introduced  by  the  Vaccination  Act,  1898),  the  cost  of  public 
vaccination  rose  to  £237,527  ;  in  1901  it  was  £233,512  ;  and  in  1902,  £270,(328.  Conolly  4 

This  expenditure  has  received  much  attention  from  boards  of  guardians  ; 
and  out  of  a  total  number  of  652  boards  in  England  and  Wales  314  have 
addressed  Memorials  and  Resolutions   to  the  Local  Government  Board  App.  III. 
urging  that  steps  should  be  taken  to  reduce  the  present  cost  of  vaccination. 
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Conolly,  9. 


30  &  31  Vict. 
g.  84,  s.  6. 


Causes  of  increased  cost. 

7.  We  think  it  desirable  to  set  out  in  some  detail  the  chief  causes  which 
have  contributed  to  increase  the  cost  of  public  vaccination. 

61  &  62 Vict.  c.  49.  The  Act  of  1898  effected  two  radical  changes  in  the  law  of  vaccination 
which  have  an  immediate  and  important  bearing  on  the  subject  of  our 
inquiry.    In  the  first  place,  the  Act  substituted  domiciliary  vaccination  for 

30*31  Vict.  c.84.  the  system  of  s tati on al  vaccination  established  by  the  Act  of  1867;  and, 
secondly,  it  replaced  arm-to-arm  vaccination  by  vaccination  with  glycerinated 
calf  lymph. 

8.  Pursuant  to  the  Act  of  1867,  the  Order  in  Council  of  18th  February, 
1868,  provided  that  the  public  vaccinators  in  ordinary  circumstances  should 
vaccinate  only  at  public  vaccination  stations,  and  not  oftener  than  once 
weekly. 

The  object  then  in  view  was  that  vaccination  should,  as  far  aw 
practicable,  be  performed  with  fresh  lymph  from  arm  to  arm.  Accordingly 
children  were  assembled  at  the  stations  at  fixed  times.  The  public  vaccinator 
was  thus  enabled  to  obtain  lymph  from  the  arms  of  the  healthiest  children 
who  had  been  vaccinated  at  the  previous  attendance  a  week  earlier. 
The  number  of  stations  and  the  number  of  days  for  vaccination  were  limited. 

Thus  the  public  vaccinator  had  practically  no  duties  beyond  those  of 
attending  at  the  station  and  vaccinating  these  groups  of  children.  Moreover 
the  operation  itself  entailed  upon  him  in  each  instance  less  time  and  labour 
than  at  present,  as  he  was  under  no  obligation  to  employ  such  aseptic 
precautions  as  are  now  prescribed  by   the   Local  Government  Board. 

9.  For  these  duties  the  minimum  fees  provided  by  section  6  of  the  Act 
of  1867,  were: — "For  every  successful  primary  vaccination  done  at  an 
"appointed  station  situated  at  or  within  one  mile  from  the  residence 
"of  the  vaccinator,  or  in  the  workhouse  of  the  union  or  parish,  not  less 
"  than  one  shilling  and  sixpence ;  and  for  every  such  vaccination  done  at  any 
"  station  over  one  mile  and  under  two  miles  distant  from  his  residence, 
"  not  less  than  two  shillings ;  and  for  every  such  vaccination  done  at  any  station 
"  over  two  miles  distant  from  his  residence,  not  less  than  three  shillings, 
"such  distance  being  measured  according  to  the  nearest  public  carriage 
"  road."  Section  8  fixed  the  fee  for  successful  re- vaccination  at  a  sum 
amounting  to  two-thirds  of  the  fee  payable  upon  each  case  of  successful 
primary  vaccination. 

10.  The  Vaccination  Act  and  the  Vaccination  Order  of  1898  have  con- 
siderably increased  the  work  and  the  duties  of  the  public  vaccinator. 

11.  In  the  first  place,  if  the  parent  or  other  person  having  the  custody 
of  a  child  so  requires,  the  public  vaccinator  is  bound  by  the  Act  to  visit  the 
home  of  the  child  for  the  purpose  of  vaccinating  the  child.  If  a  child  is 
not  vaccinated  within  four  months  after  its  birth,  notice  to  this  effect  is 
given  by  the  vaccination  officer  of  the  district  to  the  public  vaccinator, 
and  the  public  vaccinator,  after  at  least  twenty-four  hours'  notice  to  the 
parent,  is  required  to  visit  the  home  and  to  offer  to  vaccinate  the  child. 

12.  Secondly,  by  the  terms  of  his  contract  the  public  vaccinator  _  is 
required  to  visit  the  home  of  the  child  within  two  weeks  after  the  receipt 
of  the  parent's  request  or  of  the  notice  sent  by  the  vaccination  officer, 
as  the  case  may  be  ;  in  the  case  of  any  person  not  being  a  child,  and 
applying  to  him  for  primary  vaccination,  or  of  any  person  applying  to 
him  for  re-vaccination,  who  shall  be  not  less  than  ten  years  old,  and  shall 
not  have  been  previously  vaccinated  within  a  period  of  ten  years,  he  is 
required,  if  so  requested,"  to  visit  the  home,  or  if  not  so  requested  to  perform 
the  operation  at  the  surgery  or  such  other  place  as  may  be  arranged ;  he  is 
required  to  attend  at  the  place  where  the  vaccination  was  performed,  or, 
in  the  case  of  a  re-vaccination,  at  such  other  place  as  may  be  arranged, 
and  inspect  the  result  not  less  than  six  days  nor  more  than  fourteen 
days  after  the  operation  ;  if  any  child  vaccinated  by  him  needs  medical 
treatment  in  consequence  of  the  vaccination,  he  is  required,  if  the  parent 


61  &  62  Vict, 
c.  49,  s.  1  (2). 


Ib.  s.  1  (3). 
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wishes,  to  attend  the  child  ;  lie  is  required  to  make  in  his  register  the  entries 
applicable  to  each  vaccination  and  each  inspection  of  the  result?  of  vaccination 
respectively  ;  he  is  required  to  make  out  an  account  at  the  end  of  every 
quarter  of  the  sum  payable  to  him  under  his  contract ;  and  he  is  required  to 
perforin  anv  other  duties  in  regard  to  vaccination  which  may  be  imposed  on 
him  by  the  Vaccination  Acts  or  by  any  Order  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
under  those  Acts. 

13.  Thirdly,  the  public  vaccinator  is  bound  to  observe  the  Instructions  Vaccination 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  contained  in  the  Third  Schedule  to  the  Order,  1898, 
Vaccination  Order,  1898.    These  Instructions  embody  stringent  regulations  Sciaed-  3- 
with  regard  to  the  performance  of  his  duties.    Before  vaccinating  a  child 

he  must  examine  it  carefully  in  order  to  ascertain  that  it  is  in  a  fit 
and  proper  state  of  health.  If  the  child  is  not  in  a  fit  state  of  health 
to  be  vaccinated,  or  if,  in  his  opinion,  the  child  cannot  be  safely 
vaccinated  on  account  of  the  condition  of  the  house  in  which  it  resides,  or 
because  there  is  or  has  been  a  recent  prevalence  of  infectious  disease  in  the 
district,  the  public  vaccinator  must  give  a  certificate  of  postponement  of 
vaccination.  If  vaccination  is  postponed  on  account  of  the  condition  of  the 
house  or  of  the  prevalence  of  infectious  disease,  he  must  forthwith  give 
notice  of  such  postponement  to  the  medical  officer  of  health  of  the  district. 

He  must  keep  such  record  of  the  lymph  he  uses  for  vaccinating  as  will 
enable  him  always  to  identify  the  origin  of  the  lymph  used  in  each 
operation. 

When  he  vaccinates  he  must  cleanse  and  sterilise  his  instruments  after 
one  operation  before  proceeding  to  another,  and  must  always,  when 
vaccinating,  have  with  him  the  means  of  doing  this. 

The  lymph  must  not  be  expelled  from  the  tube  by  the  mouth. 

Vaccination  must  at  every  stage  be  carried  out  with  aseptic  precautions, 
e.g.,  the  cleansing  of  the  surface  of  the  skin  before  vaccination,  the  use  of 
sterilised  instruments,  and  the  protection  of  the  vaccinated  surface  against 
extraneous  infection  both  on  the  performance  of  the  operation,  and  on 
inspection  of  the  results.  Advice  as  to  the  precautions  to  be  taken  in  this 
respect  must  be  given  to  the  parent. 

The  public  vaccinator  must  aim  at  producing  four  separate  vesicles  or 
groups  of  vesicles,  not  less  than  half  an  inch  from  one  another,  and  must 
endeavour  to  obtain  a  total  area  of  vesiculation  of  not  less  than  half  a 
square  inch. 

He  must  enter  all  cases  in  his  register  on  the  day  when  he  vaccinates 
them,  together  with  particulars  as  to  the  date  of  vaccination,  the  name,  age, 
and  residence  of  the  person  vaccinated,  in  cases  of  re-vaccination  a  note  to 
that  effect,  the  place  where  the  operation  was  performed,  the  record  by 
which  the  source  of  the  lymph  may  be  traced,  the  number  of  separate 
scarified  areas,  punctures,  or  groups  of  punctures  made,  and  the  initials  of 
the  person  performing  the  operation.  Similarly,  the  results  of  the  vaccination 
must  be  entered  upon  the  day  of  inspection. 

The  public  vaccinator  must  also  supply  the  vaccination  officer  with  a 
certificate  of  each  successful  vaccination  performed  by  him,  and  must  enter  in 
his  register  the  date  of  forwarding  such  certificate  to  the  vaccination  officer. 

14.  The  present  scale  of  fees  payable  to  public  vaccinators  is  prescribed  Vaccination 
by  Article  3  (1)  of  the  Vaccination  Order,  1898.  That  Article  provides  for  Order,  1898, 
payments  to  be  made  to  the  public  vaccinators  as  follows :—  Article  3  (1). 

"  (a)  A  payment  of  not  less  than  one  shilling  in  respect  of  every 
child  whose  birth  shall  have  been  registered  in  his  district  after  the  31st 
day  of  August,  1898,  or  who  shall  be  resident  in  his  district  and  whose 
birth  shall  have  been  registered  in  some  other  district  after  that  date, 
or  shall  not  have  been  registered  at  all,  except  children  who  shall 
have  died  or  been  removed  from  the  district  before  attaining  the  age 
of  four  months,  or  who  shall  have  been  duly  certified  to  have  been 
successfully  vaccinated  otherwise  than  by  the  public  vaccinator,  or  to 
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Vaccination 
Order,  1898, 
Art  5. 


Conolly,  18. 


Conolly,  19. 


Oonolly,  20. 


be  insusceptible  of  vaccination,  or  to  have  had  small-pox,  before 
reaching-  that  age,  or  with  regard  to  whom  a  certificate  under  Section 
2  of  the  Act  of  1898  is  in  force ; 

(b)  A  payment  of  not  less  than  5s.  in  respect  of  every  successful 
primary  vaccination  or  re-vaccination  performed  by  him  at  the  home 
of  the  person  vaccinated;  and 

(c)  A  payment  of  not  less  than  2s.  6d.  in  respect  of  every  successful 
primary  vaccination  of  any  person  other  than  a  child,  or  of  any 
successful  re- vaccination,  such  primary  vaccination  or  re- vaccination 
having  been  performed  by  him  at  his  surgery  or  elsewhere  than  at 
the  home  of  the  person  vaccinated." 

15.  We  print  in  the  Appendix  to  this  Report  a  copy  of  the  Circular  and 
accompanying  Memorandum  issued  by  the  Local  Government  Board  in 
December,  1898,  in  which  the  Board  explained  the  manner  in  which  the 
fees  should  be  settled  as  between  the  guardians  and  their  officers. 

In  this  Memorandum  it  was  pointed  out  that  the  fees  prescribed  by  the 
Order  of  1898  were  only  minimum  fees,  and  that  "  circumstances  may 
render  it  desirable  in  some  districts  that  a  higher  fee  than  the  prescribed 
minimum  fee  should  be  paid  in  respect  of  children  at  a  considerable  distance 
from  the  public  vaccinator's  residence." 

16.  The  fee  under  Article  3  (1)  (a)  was  intended  mainly  as  remunera- 
tion for  the  clerical  work  now  devolving  upon  public  vaccinators.  The  fee 
under  Article  3  (1)  (b)  represents  the  remuneration  for  the  actual 
operation  and  for  the  visits  which  the  public  vaccinator  has  to  make, 
including  visits  where  vaccination  is  refused  and  attendances  upon 
children  requiring-  medical  treatment  in  consequence  of  vaccination. 

17.  With  the  object  of  making  the  public  vaccinator's  remuneration 
depend  mainly  on  successful  work  rather  than  on,  possibly,  perfunctory 
visits,  and  thus  encouraging'  him  to  use  his  best  efforts  to  secure  vaccina- 
tion, the  Local  Government  Board  have  made  it  a  rule  that  the  fee  under 
Article  3  (1)  (a)  should  in  no  case  exceed  one-third  of  the  fee  under  3  (1)  (b). 

18.  In  all  cases  in  which  the  fees  prescribed  by  Article  3  of  the  Order 
of  1898  were  not  agreed  upon  between  the  guardians  and  the 
public  vaccinators  before  the  1st  January,  1899,  it  was  provided  by 
Article  5  of  the  Order  that  the  fees  should  be  determined  by  the  Local 
Government  Board. 

In  settling  the  fees  in  these  cases,  which  appear  to  have  been  numerous, 
the  Local  Government  Board  were  guided  mainly  by  the  following  con- 
siderations :  "  First,  the  extent  and  shape  of  the  district  as  affecting  the 
distance  to  be  traversed ;  second,  the  character  of  the  country,  whether 
easy,  or  hilly,  or  fenny,  or  cut  up  by  waterways,  as  affecting  the  difficulty 
of  travel  or  mode  of  conveyance  ;  third,  the  lie  of  the  population ; 
fourth,  experience  of  the  fees  agreed  upon  by  guardians  and  public  vac- 
cinators without  the  Board's  intervention  ;  fifth,  the  attitude  of  the 
guardians  in  relation  to  vaccination,  as,  in  the  case  of  hostile  boards,  the 
public  vaccinator's  difficulties  would  be  increased  and  the  amenable  popula- 
tion would  be  reduced." 

19.  Where  the  difficulties  were  only  physical,  the  Local  Government 
Board  followed  the  course  taken  by  various  boards  of  guardians  in  arranging 
zones  of  different  radius  within  which  certain  fees  were  prescribed  ;  and  the 
scale  generally  fixed  for  the  fee  under  Article  3  (1)  (b)  was :  5s.  under 
three  miles  from  the  public  vaccinator's  residence,  7s.  6d.  from  three  to 
six  miles,  and  10s.  over  six  miles. 

20.  Where  the  guardians  or  the  public  were  opposed  to  vaccination 
the  Local  Government  Board  raised  the  fee  under  Article  8  (1)  (a)  as  high 
as  was  compatible  with  their  rule  that  this  fee  should  not  exceed,  one-third 
of  the  fee  under  3  (1)  (b).  This  course  was  taken  in  about  twenty- 
five  cases. 
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21.  In  the  case  of  the  vaccination  officers  the  effect  of  the  changes  _  „  2g 
introduced  in  189S  has  been  less  marked,  but  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  Elsam^lV 
Order  of  1898  has  increased  the  duties  which  they  are  required  to  perform. 

22.  Under  the  old  system  the  vaccination  stations  were  only  open  on 

a  limited  number  of  days.    In  some  districts,  however,  continuous  weekly  Vaccination 

public  vaccination  was  maintained  ;    in  others  the  public  performance  of  Order,  1874, 

vaccination  was  only  periodical.    In  the  former  case  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Scned. 

vaccination  officer  to  keep  his  birth  lists  examined  from  week  to  week, 

and  as  each  case  of  default  arose  he  was  immediately  to  intimate  the  fact 

to  the  parent.    If  the  intimation  were  not  attended  to  "  within  a  reasonable 

time,  say  15  days/'  he  was  then  to  make  personal  inquiries.    In  districts 

in  which  the  public  vaccination  was  only  periodical  the  birth  lists  had  to 

be  examined  "  previous  to  each  vaccination  period,"  and  the  intimation 

to  the  parent  was  to  be  given  "a  few  days  before  the  attendances." 

23.  Under  the  present  system  the  vaccination  officer  is  required  to  make  Vaccinator 
personal  inquiries  in  each  case  before  sending  to  the  public  vaccinator  the  Order,  1898, 
names  of  the  children  whom  he  has  to  offer  to  vaccinate.      Particular  Scne(i-  4, Art,  6  (a) 
importance,    we   were    informed,  is   attached   by  the  Local  Government 

Board  to  the  due  performance  of  this  duty  by  the  vaccination  officer;  and    ono  y' 
the  increase  in  his  work  under  the  new  system  is  principally  attributable 
to  this  cause. 

24.  Additional  duties  are  also  imposed  upon  the  vaccination  office]-  of 
entering  in  his  register  certificates  of  "  conscientious  objection  "  granted 
under  Section  2  of  the  Act  of  1898,  and  of  dealing  with  certificates  of 
postponement. 

The  duties  of  vaccination  officers  generally  are  defined  in  the  Fourth  Vaccination 
Schedule  to  the  Order  of  1898.  Oder,  1898, 

Scried.  4. 

25.  Vaccination  officers  hold  office  until  they  die  or  resign:  they  cannot  yaccinafcion 
be  removed  from  their  office  without  the  consent  of  the  Local  Government  Order,  1898, 
Board,   and  they  are  entitled  to  superannuation.  Art.  16. 

28.    Like  other  officers  of  boards   of  guardians,  vaccination  officers  Conolly,  21. 
were  formerly  paid  by  salary,  but  this  system  was  subsequently  abandoned 
in  .favour  of  payment  by  fees,  in  order  to  give  them  a  direct  pecuniary 
incentive  to  secure  the  greatest  possible  number  of  successful  vaccinations. 

27.  Prior  to  1898  the  salary  or  remuneration  of  each  vaccination  Vaccination 
officer  was  "  such  only  as  the  Local  Government  Board  may  direct  or  Order,  1874, 
approve,  whether  for  ordinary  duties  or  for  occasional  services.''  Art-  9- 

28.  The  present  fees  are  prescribed  by  Article  20  of  the  Order  of  1898,  Vaccination 
which  provides  that : — "  The  remuneration  of  every  Vaccination  Officer,  Order,  1898, 
"  whether  appointed   before   or  after  the  commencement  of  the    Order,  Art-  20- 

* '  shall  consist  of — 

"  (a)  a  payment  of  not  less  than  threepence  in  respect  of  each 
child  entered  on  the  Birth  Lists  sent  to  him  after  the  Thirty-first 
day  of  December,  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  ninety-eight,  by 
the  Registrar  of  Births  and  Deaths ; 

(b)  a  payment  of  not  less  than  ninepence  in  respect  of  the 
registration  by  him  after  the  same  date  in  his  Vaccination  Register 
of  the  successful  vaccination  of  any  child  born  in  his  district ;  and 

(c)  a  payment  of  not  less  than  ninepence  in  respect  of  the  trans- 
mission by  him  after  the  same  date  to  the  Vaccination  Officer 
of  the  district  where  the  birth  was  registered  of  a  copy,  certified  by 
him,  of  the  certificate  of  successful  vaccination  in  his  district  of 
any  child  not  born  in  the  district,  a  note  of  which  he  shall  have 
entered  in  Column  17  of  his  Report  Book." 

29.  The  fees  specified  in  the  Order  are  of  course  only  minimum  fees,  and., 
in    their  Memorandum  of  the  12th  December,  1898,  already  referred  to,' 

the  Local  Government  Board  pointed  out  that  "where  the  circumstances  App.  I. 
appear  to  require  it,  higher  fees,  if  approved  by  the  Board,  may  be  fixed." 
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30.  As  in  the  case  of  the  public  vaccinators'  fees,  the  (a)  fee  was,  in 
part  at  least,  intended  as  remuneration  for  the  clerical  work  devolving  on  the 
vaccination  officer  ;  and  the  (b)  fee  as  remuneration  for  work  directly  resulting 
in  the  registration  of  a  case  of  successful  vaccination.  Prior  to  1898 
a  birth  fee  payable  to  vaccination  officers  had  not  been  commonly 
adopted,  and  owing  to  the  opposition  experienced  by  many  officers  in  secur- 
ing the  vaccination  of  children  in  their  districts  their  incomes  were  seriously 
diminished.  The  officers,  however,  were  still  under  an  obligation  to  per- 
form their  clerical  work  and  to  endeavour  to  obtain  the  vaccination  of  the 
children  born  in  their  districts.  It  was  partly,  no  doubt,  to  meet  these 
difficulties  that  the  allowance  for  the  clerical  work  was  made. 

31.  At  the  same  time  the  Local  Government  Board  insisted  that  the 
fee  for  cases  included  in  the  birth  lists  should  not  exceed  one-third  of  the  fee 
in  the  case  of  certificates  of  successful  vaccination.  They  further  required 
that  the  fee  for  the  copying,  certifying,  and  transmission  of  certificates  of 
successful  vaccination  in  the  cases  of  children  born  in  the  district  of  another 
vaccination  officer  should  not  be  less  than  the  fee  for  the  registration  of 
certificates  under  Article  20  (1)  (&). 

Case  for  Reduction  of  Minimum  Fees. 

32.  We  have  seen  that  the  cost  of  public  vaccination  has  been  very 
largely  increased  since  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1898,  and  that  this 
increase  of  expenditure  has  created  a  certain  amount  of  dissatisfaction. 
Various  means  have  been  suggested  for  reducing  the  present  cost.  The 
Resolutions  and  Memorials  addressed  to  the  Local  Government  Board  are 

Appendix  III       classified  in  Appendix  III.  under  four  principal  heads: — 

1.  The  lowering  of  the  minimum  fees  payable  to  public  vaccinators 
and  vaccination  officers. 

2.  The  reduction  of  the  number  of  persons  vaccinated  at  the  public 
expense. 

3.  The  augmentation  of  the  contribution  from  Imperial  sources. 

4.  The  payment  of  penalties  to  the  Common  Fund  of  the  Union. 

33.  Of  these  suggested  remedies  that  which  has  received  by  far  the 
largest  support,  both  in  the  Memorials  addressed  to  the  Local  Government, 
Board  and  from  witnesses  who  have  appeared  before  us,  is  the  first,  viz.  : 
the  lowering  of  the  minimum  fees ;  and,  strictly,  this  alone  is  within  the 
scope  of  our  inquiry. 

34.  In  considering  this  suggestion  we  have  not  confined  our  attention  to 
the  oral  evidence  which  has  been  placed  before  us.  We  have  also  carefully 
examined  the  Returns  of  Vaccination  Fees  and  Expenses  which  have 
been  made  by  the  boards  of  guardians  throughout  the  country. 

35.  That  the  total  cost  of  vaccination  has  increased  is  apparent.  That 
an  increase  of  cost  was  inevitable  under  the  new  conditions  is  generally 
admitted.  The  principal  questions  therefore  for  us  to  consider  appeared 
to  be  (1)  how  far  the  increased  cost  is  justified  by  the  new  conditions 
under  which  the  public  vaccinators  and  vaccination  officers  are  required 
to  work;  and  (2)  whether,  by  a  modification  of  such  conditions,  it  is  possible 
to  reduce  the  cost  without  hardship  to  these  officers,  and  without  diminution 
of  the  existing  inducements  to  parents  to  accept  vaccination  for  their 
children. 

36.  From  the  evidence  which  we  have  received  we  gather  that  the 
dissatisfaction  with  the  present  cost  of  public  vaccination  is  almost  entirely 
due  to  the  opinion,  entertained  by  many  boards  of  guardians,  that  the 
fees  payable  to  public  vaccinators  under  Article  3  of  the  Order  of  1898 
are  excessive. 

See  e  g  Brown,  '  37-  Tne  witnesses  who  appeared  on  behalf  of  boards  of  guardians  and 
163,  et  seq.  Dim-  other  bodies  in  support  of  the  reduction  of  the  public  vaccinators'  fees  contended 
hleby,  318,  etteq.  that  the  cost  of  vaccination  has  considerably  increased  under  the  new  system 
Beston,1046,?/ser/.  without  a  corresponding  increase  of  efficiency :  that,  whilst  the  fees  payable 


Conolly,  25-6. 

Conolly,  25. 
App.  I. 
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to  public  vaccinators  in  rural  areas  with  a  sparse  and  scattered  population  ^f^fl-^^'  I!?;  341. 
may  be  fair  and  reasonable,  they  become  excessive  if  applied  to  urban  vu^m^/ cooper,' 
districts  where  the  population  is  dense :    that  the  cost  of  public   vacci-  s *  ^J^^™' 
nation   is   disproportionately  high  in  comparison  with   the  cost  of  poor  see'e.?.  Brown,  223,276. 
law  medical  relief:  that  the  fees  payable  to  public  vaccinators  are  higher  g^^fi^taSS: 
than  the  fees  paid  to  private  medical  practitioners,  or  to  the  same  men  in  jg7°y*yBr0WIlj 
their  private  practice,  for  the  same  work  under  the  same  conditions  ;   and  235  et  seq. 
that  many  persons  of  superior  position  and  ample  means,  who  could  well  See  e.g.  Brown, 
afford  to  pay  for  the  cost  of  vaccination,  are  now  vaccinated,  or  have  305,  Dimbleby, 
their  children  vaccinated,  at  the  public  expense.    They  further  urged  that  5^2^*1829, 
the  cost  of  re-vaccination  is  excessive,  and  that  re- vaccination  should  be  Cooper,  2049. 
performed  at  the  vaccinator's  surgery. 

38.  The  Council  of  the  Poor  Law  Unions  Association,  we  were  informed,  Dimbleby,  318. 
recently  passed  a  resolution  urging  "  (1)  that  the  fees,  payable  to  public 
vaccinators  should  be  (a)  a  fee  of  not  less  than  Is.  as  at  present  provided  by 

Article  3  (a)  of  the  Vaccination  Order,  1898;  (Z>)  a  fee  of  not  less  than 
2s.  6d.  for  each  successful  case  of  vaccination  or  re-vaccination,  where- 
ever  performed;  (2)  that  the  fees  payable  to  vaccination  officers  should 
remain  as  at  present;  (3)  that  every  registered  medical  practitioner  should 
be  entitled  to  receive  a  fee  of  2s.  6d.  from  the  public  funds  for  every  cer- 
tificate of  successful  vaccination  or  re-vaccination  sent  to  vaccination  officers." 

39.  We  have  quoted  the  foregoing  resolution  in  extenso  because  it  appears 
to  us  to  epitomise  the  views  of  the  majority  of  the  boards  of  guardians 
who  are  desirous  of  seeing  a  revision  of  the  present  fees. 

Before  further  considering  the  case  for  the  reduction  of  the  fees  we 
propose  to  state  the  public  vaccinators'  case. 

Tlie  Public  Vaccinators  case. 
40.   The  witnesses  who  represented  the  public  vaccinators  urged  that  in 
certain  circumstances  the  fees  should  be  increased,  and  that,  in  any  event, 
no  reduction  should  be  made. 

It  will  be  convenient  to  summarise  and  consider  the  arguments  advanced 
by  them  against  any  reduction  in  the  present  fees. 

41.  They  contended  in  the  first  place  that  the  agitation  against  the  JP™ry,  1415. 
fees  was  to  be  traced  to  the  opponents  of  vaccination,  and  that  the  guardians 

and  the  public  have  no  sufficient  appreciation  of  the  duties  performed. 

42.  It  is  no  doubt  the  fact  that  many  boards  of  guardians  known  to  be 
hostile  to  vaccination  have  joined  in  the  movement  for  the  reduction  of 
the  fees,  and  that  in  other  cases  an  anti- vaccination  minority  may  have 
influenced  a  board  of  guardians  in  this  matter.  At  the  same  time  boards 
of  guardians  in  no  way  actuated  by  hostility  to  vaccination  have  peti- 
tioned the  Local  Government  Board  to  reduce  the  fees.  The  memorial  of 
the  Wigan  Board  of  Guardians  which  was  forwarded  to  every  union  in 

England  and  Wales  and  which  was  supported  or  adopted  ipsissimis  verbis  Fairhurst,  1694- 

by  111  unions,  states  that  the  memorialists  "as  a  Board  are  not  opposed  1697. 

to  vaccination,  and  their  object  in  approaching  your  Honourable  Board  is  Appendix  XXIV. 

not  to  discredit  or  interfere  with  the    practice  of  vaccination  as  it  is  at 

present    carried   out."      Some   well   vaccinated   unions   in  the  country 

supported  the  movement,  including  the  Bolton  Union  which  sent  a  witness 

to  give  evidence  before  us. 

43.  We  think  there  is  some  force  in  the  contention  that  boards  of  guardians 
and  the  public  generally  are  imperfectly  acquainted  with  the  duties 
which  the  public  vaccinators  are  now  called  upon  to  perform.  Witnesses 
who  appeared  before  us  certainly  gave  us  that  impression.  But  this 
was  not  so  in  every  case. 

44.  The  public  vaccinators  laid  some  stress  upon  the  cost  of  dealing  Cope,  1303. 
with  an  epidemic   of  small-pox   as   compared   with  the   cost  of  public  Drury,  1415; 
vaccination,  and  urged  that  the  expenditure  upon  a  system  of  efficient  1433. 
vaccination  is  small  in  comparison  with  the  cost  to  the  community  of 
small-pox.    But,  although  we  agree  that  the  cost  of  small-pox  should  not 

169— Rp.  C 
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Maude,  1513. 
Conolly,  4,  46. 


Conolly,  4,  46. 
Mamie,  1513. 

L.  G.  B.  Ann. 
Report,  1902-3, 
p.  459. 


Conolly,  4,  67. 
Maude,  1514- 
1515. 


See  e.g.  Maude, 
1514,  et  sea. 


30  &  31  Vict, 
c.  84,  s.  26 


be  lost  sight  of  in  any  consideration  of  the  cost  of  vaccination,  the  fact 
that  an  efficient  system  of  vaccination  is  more  economical  than  other  methods 
of  dealing  with  small-pox  is  not,  in  our  opinion,  inconsistent  with  the  view, 
presented  to  us  by  the  other  side,  that  the  fees  at  present  payable  to  public 
vaccinators  may  be  excessive. 

45.  Another  argument  used  bv  the  public  vaccinators  was  that  there 
were  certain  factors  which  tended  to  increase  the  cost  of  vaccination  under 
the  present  Act  irrespective  of  the  increase  in  the  fees.  "We  have  no 
hesitation  in  subscribing  to  this  contention. 

46.  Briefly,  these  factors  are  : — 

(1)  The  arrears  of  vaccination  which  had  accumulated  in  the 
period  between  the  appointment  of  the  Royal  Commission  in  1889 
and  the  passing  of  the  Vaccination  Act,  1898.  During  this  period  the 
administration  of  the  Vaccination  Acts  throughout  the  greater  part  of 
the  country  was  half-hearted  and  in  many  districts  was  almost  in 
abeyance.  The  Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  renewed  public  confidence 
in  vaccination  and  resulted  in  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1898, 
which  revived  the  activity  of  the  local  authorities  entrusted  with  the 
administration  of  the  law. 

(2)  The  small-pox  epidemic  in  1901-3.  The  widespread  prevalence 
of  small-pox  in  these  years  resulted  in  an  enormous  increase  in  the  number 
of  public  re-vaccinations,  and  a  smaller,  though  appreciable,  increase 
in  the  number  of  primary  vaccinations.  From  the  year  1873  (the  first 
year  in  which  there  was  any  separation  in  the  public  returns  of  primary 
vaccinations  and  re- vaccinations)  up  to  and  including  the  year  1901  the 
total  number  of  successful  re-vaccinations  performed  at  the  expense  of 
the  rates  was  only  637,848  ;  whereas  in  the  year  ended  29th  September, 
1902,  the  number  of  such  re-vaccinations  was  no  less  than  1,024,213. 
The  effect  of  this  extraordinary  increase  has  of  course  been  to  in- 
flate abnormally  the  cost  of  public  vaccination. 

(3)  The  increased  popularity  of  vaccination,  which  may  be  ascribed 
to  the  substitution  of  domiciliary  for  staticnal  vaccination,  the  con- 
fidence in  the  glycerinated  calf-lymph  issued  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  public  vaccinators,  and  the  improved  methods  employed  in  public 
vaccination. 

47.  Again,  since  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1898  an  increasing  number  of 
persons  of  superior  position  and  means,  who  formerly  would  have 
called  in  their  private  medical  attendant,  have  availed  themselves  of 
the  services  of  the  public  vaccinator.  Many  people  who  would  have  been 
reluctant  to  take  their  children  to  a  public  vaccination  station  under  the 
old  system  have  now  no  hesitation  in  summoning  the  public  vaccinator  to  their 
own  homes.  This  change  is,  to  a  considerable  extent,  attributable  to  motives 
of  economy — economy  of  time  as  well  as  of  money — but  in  some  cases  it  is 
no  doubt  due  to  a  preference  for  the  Government  lymph.  We  do  not 
mean  to  suggest  that  there  is  any  impropriety  on  the  part  of  people 
who,  though  well  able  to  afford  to  employ  their  own  doctor,  employ  the 
public  vaccinator.  Section  26  of  the  Vaccination  Act,  1867,  expressly 
declares  that  vaccination  at  the  public  expense  is  not  to  be  considered  to 
be  parochial  relief  or  to  subject  any  person  so  vaccinated  to  any  disability 
or  disqualification.  At  the  same  time  this  movement  must  be  reckoned  as 
one  of  the  factors  in  the  increase  in  the  cost  of  public  vaccination. 

48.  We  come  now  to  the  increase  in  the  work  of  the  public  vaccinators 
under  the  present  system.  The  public  vaccinators  claim  that  the  increase 
in  their  fees  is  at  least  fully  justified  by  the  great  increase  in  the  amount  of 
work  which  they  are  now  required  to  do  and  in  the  demands  upon  their 
time. 

49.  The  conditions  under  which  the  actual  operation  is  now  performed 
render  it  impossible,  we  were  told,  for  a  public  vaccinator  to  vaccinate  more 
than  three  or  four  children  in  the  hour  without  assistance,  whereas  under 
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the  old  system  it  was  possible  to  vaccinate  as  many  as  fifteen  or  twenty  Cope,  1313. 

in  the  same  time.    The  public  vaccinators  examined  by  us  were  practically 

unanimous  in  the  opinion  that  each  operation  now  occupied  from  fifteen  $ee  e.g.  Langley 

to  twenty  minutes,  exclusive  of  the  time  occupied  in  travelling  from  house  ^^T^}^05' 

to  house.    We  heard,  from  witnesses  on  the  other  side,  of  a  very  large  Maude  1549- 

number  of  vaccinations  being  performed  by  one  man  in  a  remarkably  short  1553. 

time.    In  one  case  we  were  told  that  a  public  vaccinator  had  performed  pairjlurs^  1719 

17  primary  vaccinations  and  195  re  vaccinations  in  one  day.    On  further 

inquiry,  however,  it  appeared  that  in  this  case  nurses  and  assistants  were 

employed  to  wash  the  arms  and  apply  the  dressings  so  that  the  vaccinator  See  Appendix 

had  merely  to  insert  the  lymph.  XXV. 

50.  The  time  occupied  in  the  domiciliary  visits  obviously  depends  upon 
a  variety  of  conditions,  such  as  the  proximity  of  the  cases  to  one  another 
and  to  the  vaccinator's  residence,  and  the  physical  and  geographical 
characteristics  of  the  district. 

In  densely  populated  areas,  the  majority  of  cases  will  be  within  a 
mile  from  the  vaccinator's  residence,  and  in  comparative  proximity  to  one 
another.    In  country  districts  the  public  vaccinator  may  have  to  travel  Appendix'XXI. 
five,  ten,  or  even  fifteen  miles  for  a  single  outlying  case. 

51.  The  average  number  of  visits  necessary  in  each  case  was  variously 
estimated  by  different  witnesses.  At  least  two  visits,  one  for  vaccination 
and  a  second  for  inspection,  must  be  paid,  but  the  number  is  frequently 
greater.  It  may  be  necessary  for  the  public  vaccinator  to  postpone  the 
vaccination  on  account  of  the  child's  health,  or  the,  insanitary  condition  of 
the  house.  If  for  any  reason  the  vaccination  of  the  child  is  unsuccessful, 
the  operation  must  be  repeated,  and,  if  again  unsuccessful,  it  must  be 
repeated  a  third  time.  The  parents  may  be  absent  from  home  when  the 
vaccinator  calls,  or  they  may  desire  him  to  call  again  at  a  time  more 
convenient  to  them,  or  they  may  at  first   refuse  his  offer  to  vaccinate 

and  subsequently  summon  him  to  vaccinate  their  child.    Dr.  Drury,  who  Appendix  XIX. 

analysed    the  replies  of  290  public  vaccinators  in   urban   districts  to 

questions  addressed   to   them  for  the  purposes  of  our  inquiry  by  the 

Association  of  Public  Vaccinators,  estimated  the  average  number  of  visits 

made  to  secure  each  primary  vaccination  at  from  three  and  a  half  to  four. 

Mr.  Cooper,  on  the  other  hand,  worked  out  the  average  number  in  the  Cooper,  1938. 

Bolton  Union  at  about  two  and  a  quarter.    The   number,   of  course, 

depends  to  some  extent  upon  the  attitude  of  the  public  in  each  union 

towards  vaccination.    In  districts  where  there  is  marked  hostility  to  vaccina-  Cooper,  1945. 

tion  the  number  of  visits  necessary  would  naturally  be  greater  than  in  a 

union  like  Bolton,  for  instance,  which  is  a  well  vaccinated  union  and 

where  the  opposition  is  slight. 

52.  There  is  a  further,  consideration  of  great  importance  in  this 
connection,  namely,  the  extent  to  which  the  public  vaccinator  can  make 
his  vaccination  work  fit  in  with  his  ordinary  practice,  and,  if  he  is  also 
a  district  medical  officer,  with  his  medical  relief  work.    Upon  this  point 

we  found  considerable  divergence  of  opinion.    Witnesses  on  behalf  of  the  see  c.,j.  Bro«„,  192. 

guardians  contended  that  the  public  vaccinators  can,  and  do,  carry  out  v^^ll  liu-im-, 

their  vaccination  work  on  their  ordinary  rounds.    The  public  vaccinators,  coo^J,  llV'-i-m. 

on    the  other  hand,  stated  that,  though  they  endeavour  to  do  so,  they 

are  unable  as  a  rule  to  fit  in  their  visits  as  public  vaccinators  with  their  see  e.0.  am,  502-504. 

visits  as  private  medical  men  and  district  medical  officers,  because  their  Edef?^290' 

vaccination  work  has  to  be  done  within  a  comparatively  short  time,  and, 

therefore,  they  are  unable  to  postpone  it  so  as  to  suit  the  convenience  of 

their  other  work.    We  shall  revert  to  this  subject  later.  See  Paras-  85  *  87, 

53.  We  have  already  referred  to  the  increased  amount  of  clerical  work  ,SeeParas.l2&13. 
which  the  public  vaccinators  are  required  to  do.  This  is  no  doubt  App.XVI.&XIX. 
considerable  and  entails  the  expenditure  of  much  time  and  labour. 

54.  The  public  vaccinators  adduce  in  support  of  their  case  the  large  ^ee,  ''-'J-  CoP°> 
proportion  of  unpaid  work  which  they  are  required  to  do.  This  unpaid  j)^.ul,y  "^3^9 
work  consists  mainly  of  the  fruitless  visits  referred  to  above,  the  repetition  Maude, 

169— Hp.  C  2  1468-1497. 
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of  the  operation  where  vaccination  is  unsuccessful  in  the  first  or  second 
instance,  and  attendance  upon  cases  requiring  medical  treatment  in  con- 
sequence of  vaccination. 

Cope,  1251 ;  1314.  55.  In  the  discharge  of  his  duties  the  public  vaccinator  incurs  some 
App.  XVI.  &  XIX.  expense  in  providing  instruments  and  dressings,  postages,  means  of 
locomotion,  and  assistance  of  different  kinds  especially  during  the  prevalence 
of  an  epidemic  of  smallpox.  The  cost  of  dressings,  we  were  told,  to 
some  vaccinators  amounted  to  5d.  or  6d.  a  case.  Postage,  though  not  a 
very  considerable  item,  is  seldom  paid  by  the  guardians.  It  is  impossible 
to  calculate  the  average  amount  of  travelling  expenses  or  to  distinguish 
between  the  amount  attributable  to  public  vaccination  work  and  private 
practice  respectively.  The  item  in  respect  of  assistance  varies  greatly. 
In  some  cases  it  may  be  practically  negligible ;  in  others  it  is  considerable, 
especially  so  in  the  case  of  a  populous  district  where  the  public  vaccinator 
devotes  nearly  the  whole  of  his  time  to  vaccination. 

56.  The  loss  of  private  practice  involved  by  the  discharge  of  the 
duties  of  public  vaccinator  is  another  consideration  which  must  be  taken 
into  account.  Dr.  Cope  gave  us  his  own  experience,  and  we  may  refer 
generally  to  his  evidence  on  this  subject  (Q.  1251-1260)  and  to  a  Table 
prepared  by  him  and  printed  in  the  Appendix  to  this  Report.  Dr.  Drury's 
Summary  also  (Appendix  XIX.)  shows  that  in  151  out  of  the  290 
replies  from  public  vaccinators  loss  of  private  practice  was  stated  to  have 
occurred.  "  In  several  cases  the  amount  is  stated  to  be  from  £200  to 
£300  per  annum,  in  many  cases  £100  and  upwards." 

57.  Another  point  which  has  a  direct  bearing  upon  the  question  of 
the  public  vaccinator's  fees  is  the  uncertain  tenure  of  his  position.  The 
public  vaccinator  is  not  strictly  an  "officer"  and  is  therefore  not  entitled 
to  any  pension.  He  is  merely  a  contractor,  and  the  board  of  guardians  has 
power  to  determine  his  contract  at  any  time  by  giving  him  28  days'  notice 
of  such  intention.  This  is  a  serious  position  for  men  who  have  given  up 
the  greater  part,  or  even  the  whole,  of  their  private  practice  in  order  to 
devote  their  time  to  public  vaccination. 

Case  for  reduction  of  public  vaccinators'  fees  considered. 

58.  We  consider  that  the  public  vaccinators  clearly  demonstrated  that 
the  new  system  has  greatly  increased  the  work  which  they  are  called  upon 
to  perform. 

59.  We  further  agree  with  them  in  holding  that  public  vaccination  is 
more  efficiently  carried  out  under  the  present  than  under  the  former  system. 

One  of  the  contentions  advanced  in  support  of  the  demand  for  the 
reduction  of  the  fees  was  that  the  increase  in  the  amount  of  the  fees  had  not 
been  attended  by  a  corresponding  increase  in  the  efficiency  of  vaccination. 

This  statement  is  open  to  more  than  one  interpretation.  If  it  is 
meant  to  convey  the  impression  that  the  quality  of  the  work  done  by 
the  public  vaccinators  has  not  improved,  we  desire  to  record  our  dissent 
from  any  such  opinion.  We  believe  that  the  domiciliary  vaccination  of 
infants,  the  use  of  glycerinated  calf-lymph,  the  adoption  of  the  careful 
aseptic  precautions  required  by  the  Local  Government  Board,  and  their 
increased  supervision  of  the  work  of  the  public  vaccinators,  have  effected 
a  material  improvement  in  the  quality  of  public  vaccination,  and  indeed, 
by  removing  many  of  the  objections  formerly  held,  have  increased  the 
popularity  of  vaccination  and  accordingly  contributed  in  no  small  degree 
to  the  increase  in  the  cost. 

60.  If  this  contention  has  reference  rather  to  the  quantity  of  vaccinations 
performed  than  to  the  quality  of  the  operation,  it  is  certainly  not  supported 

See  App.  XXIX.   DV  tne  Returns  furnished   by   the   boards  of  guardians   to  the  Local 
Government  Board. 

61.  In  seeking  to  form  a  correct  judgment  with  regard  to  the  payments 
at  present  made  to  public  vaccinators  and  vaccination  officers,  we  have  felt 
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it  to  be  of  primary  importance  that  the  actual  increase  of  fees  under  the 
Vaccination  Order,  1898,  should  be  differentiated  from  the  increase  in  the 
aggregate  cost  of  vaccination  and  re-vaccination  under  the  new  regulations. 

Quite  apart  from  the  increase  which  has  taken  place  in  the  prescribed 
minimum  fees,  it  will  be  seen  by  the  following  figures  that  there  has,  since 
the  passing  of  the  Vaccination  Act,  1898,  been  a  very  considerable  increase 
in  the  numbers  of  persons  vaccinated  and  re- vaccinated  throughout  the 
country  ;  hence  the  extraordinary  amounts  which  in  some  cases  have 
been  paid  to  public  vaccinators,  especially  in  respect  of  periods  during  which 
small-pox  prevailed  in  the  metropolis  and  many  other  parts  of  the  country. 

62.  The  Returns  which  have  been  put  before  us  show  that  the  total 
cost  of  vaccination  and  re-vaccination  for  the  four  years  ended  at  Lady-Day 
1899,  was  £331,819  0$.  Sd.,  and  the  total  cost  for  the  four  years  ended  at 
Lady-Day  1903,  was  £1,213,484  36-.  7d.  But  the  number  of  operations  has 
also  greatly  increased.  In  the  first  period  of  four  years  the  total  number 
of  vaccinations  and  re-vaccinations  performed  at  the  public  expense  was 
1,370,897  ;  in  the  second  period  the  number  rose  to  3,197,192. 

The  increase  in  the  total  number  of  operations  is  to  a  very  great 
extent  accounted  for  by  the  increase  in  the  number  of  re- vaccinations. 
The  number  of  primary  vaccinations  in  the  first  period  was  1,262,576,  and 
in  the  second  period,  2,016,666,  an  increase  of  58*4  per  cent.  The  number 
of  re- vaccinations  in  the  first  period  was  only  106,783,  but  in  the  second 
period  it  was  no  less  than  1,168,058,  an  increase  of  993  per  cent. 
Including  the  cost  of  both  primary  vaccinations  and  re-vaccinations,  the 
fees  of  vaccination  officers,  the  rent  of  vaccination  stations,  and  all  other 
expenses,  the  cost  per  case  works  out  at  ±s.  lOd.  for  the  first  period,  and 
7s.  7d.  for  the  second.  The  fees  paid  to  the  public  vaccinators  averaged 
2s.  2d.  for  each  operation  in  the  first  period,  and  5s.  9c?.  in  the  second. 
The  average  sum  received  by  the  vaccination  officers  in  respect  of  each 
primary  vaccination  amounted  to  Is.  6d.  in  the  first  period,  and  2s.  Id.  in 
the  second. 

63.  The  above  figures  indicate  the  large  increase  in  the  number  of 
vaccinations  and  re-vaccinations  which  has  taken  place  since  the  Act  of  1898 
came  into  force.  But  the  comparison  between  the  two  periods  ended  at 
Lady-Day  1899,  and  at  Lady-Day  1903,  respectively,  is  to  some  extent 
vitiated  by  the  fact  that  neither  of  the  two  periods  can  safely  be  regarded 
as  normal.  In  the  first  period  vaccination  was  at  a  low  ebb  pending  the 
Report  of  the  Royal  Commission  and  the  action  of  the  Legislature  thereon ; 
while,  in  the  second  period,  the  first  two  years  were  affected  by  the  number 
of  arrears,  and  the  last  two  years  were  altogether  abnormal  by  reason  of  the 
influence  of  the  small-pox  epidemic. 

It  seems  probable,  therefore,  that  this  great  increase  in  the  number  of 
vaccinations  and  re-vaccinations  will  not  be  maintained,  but  as  the  smallpox  Conolly,  -2101. 
epidemic  has  not  yet  entirely  disappeared,  it  is  difficult  to  say  when  any 
reduction  is  likely  to  take  place. 

64.  Unions,  and  even  districts  of  the  same  union,  differ  so  much  in 
nature  and  extent,  in  the  density  or  otherwise  of  the  population,  and  in 
the  attitude  of*  the  guardians  and  the  public  towards  vaccination,  that  it 
would  be  impracticable  to  devise  any  scheme  of  uniform  fees  applicable 
throughout  the  country. 

In    many   eases  the  guardians  themselves  have  recognised  that  the  Conolly,  13, 2106- 
minimum   fees  are  insufficient  and  have  increased  the  fees  payable  both  2111. 
to  public  vaccinators  and  to  vaccination  officers  accordingly.    We  have  A.pp.  XXvll.  and 
observed  instances  of  this  even  in  some  of  the  unions  the   guardians  of  XXVIIL 
which  have  memorialised  the  Local  Government  Board  to  reduce  the  cost  Conolly.137,2122. 
of  vaccination. 

65.  It  appears  that  this  difficulty  was  at  one  time  felt  by  the  Poor  Law  Dimbleby,  318. 
Unions  Association,  the  Council  of  which  in  1901  passed  a  resolution  that, 

"  whilst  of  opinion  that  there  might  be  room  for  a  reduction  of  the  minimum 
fees  payable  to  public  vaccinators  in  closely  populated  districts,  the  Council 
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consider  that  in  view  of  the  fact  that  so  many  boards  now  pay  more  than 
the  minimum  fees,  the  Local  Government  Board  could  not  be  asked  to 
reduce  such  fees  with  any  chance  of  success." 

66.  Many  boards  of  guardians,  however,  contend  not  unnaturally  that 
fees  which  are  adequate  in  rural  and  sparsely  populated  districts  are  extra- 
vagant in  urban  districts  with  a  dense  population. 

As  an  instance  of  the  inequality  of  the  remuneration  in  proportion  to 
the  work  done,  Mr.  Cooper  drew  a  comparison  between  three  districts  in  the 
Bolton  Union,  viz  :  Great  Bolton,  a  thickly  populated  district,  Lever,  a 
moderately  populated  district,  and  Turton,  a  sparsely  populated  district. 
The  minimum  fees  are  paid  in  each  district.  Assuming  that  two  visits 
only  were  paid  for  each  case  vaccinated,  Mr.  Cooper  found  that  in  two 
weeks  in  October  last  the  public  vaccinator  of  the  Great  Bolton  District 
vaccinated  40  cases,  travelled  1,524  yards,  and  received  £11  15s.  in  fees  ; 
the  vaccinator  of  the  Lever  District  vaccinated  7  cases,  travelled  2  miles 
232  yards,  and  received  £2  2s ;  while  the  vaccinator  of  the  Turton  District 
vaccinated  2  cases,  travelled  5  miles,  and  received  12s. 

Dr.  Gill,  a  public  vaccinator  in  the  St.  Germans  Union,  told  us  that  the 
average  distance  of  his  cases  was  3|  miles  from  his  residence ;  and  he 
cited  a  case  in  which  he  travelled  altogether  40  miles  for  the  sum  of  8s. 

Dr.  Maude  also  gave  us  several  examples  of  long  distances  travelled 
by  public  vaccinators  in  rural  districts. 

67.  While  some  districts  present  difficulties  of  a  merely  physical  nature, 
in  others  the  difficulties  arise  from  the  opposition  of  the  public  or  the 
guardians  to  vaccination. 

It  is  obvious  that  in  places  which  are  hostile  to  vaccination  the 
public  vaccinator's  duties  must  be  more  difficult  and  his  remuneration 
less  than  in  unions  which  are  favourable  to  the  administration  of  the 
Vaccination  Laws.  He  will  be  required  to  pay  more  visits,  witji  the  view 
of  offering  to  vaccinate,  without  any  success.  For  it  must  be  remembered 
that  under  the  present  system  the  parent  can  call  in  the  public  vaccinator 
at  any  time  and  in  any  circumstances.  The  parent  does  not  abrogate  his 
right  to  summon  the  vaccinator  by  any  proceedings  on  his  own  part.  We 
have  indeed  been  told  that  there  are  cases  in  which  the  parent  has  taken 
out  a  certificate  of  conscientious  objection,  and  subsequently,  under  the 
influence  of  a  scare  of  small-pox,  has  called  in  the  public  vaccinator  to 
vaccinate  his  child. 

68.  In  unions  where  there  is  little  or  no  opposition  to  vaccination, 
the  public  vaccinator's  duties  are  neither  so  arduous  nor  so  unremunerative. 
But  even  in  these  unions  he  is  often  bound  to  pay  many  fruitless  visits 
before  securing  a  case  of  vaccination.  Parents,  it  appears,  frequently 
refuse  the  offer  to  vaccinate  for  very  insufficient  or  trivial  reasons,  knowing 
that  they  will  still  have  the  opportunity  of  summoning  him  at  a  later  date 
if  they  desire  to  do  so.  Thus  the  performance  of  the  operation  is  often 
made  subservient  to  the  parent's  personal  convenience  without  any  regard 
to  the  additional  labour  thereby  entailed   upon   the   public  vaccinator. 

69.  Mr.  Cooper  was  of  opinion  that  the  difficulties  of  fixing  even 
minimum  fees,  owing  to  the  diversity  of  the  conditions  presented  by  different 
districts,  are  so  considerable,  that  it  would  be  better  to  allow  each  board  of 
guardians  to  submit  a  scheme  for  the  fees  in  the  various  districts  comprising 
its  own  union. 

So  long  as  the  public  vaccinators  are  remunerated  on  the  fee  system 
we  think  it  advisable  that  minimum  fees  should  be  prescribed.  We  cannot 
believe  that  Mr.  Cooper's  suggestion  would  work  well  in  unions 
where  the  board  of  guardians  is  anxious  to  evade  the  proper  admin- 
istration of  the  Vaccination  .Acts.  In  such  cases  we  fear  there  would 
be  a  constant  effort  on  the  part  of  the  board  of  guardians  to  re- 
duce the  fees  to  a  vanishing  point.  Mr.  Cooper  proposed  to  get  over  this 
difficulty  by  reserving  to  the  Local  Government  Board  the  right  to  fix 
the  fees  when  the  guardians  did  not  adopt  any  scheme.    The  effect  of  this, 


11) 


however,  would,  as  it  seems  to  us,  be  to  impose  on  the  Local  Government 

Board   the    enormous  labour  and   responsibility  of  devising  a  scheme 

suitable  to   local  circumstances  with  which  they  cannot  be  fully  familiar. 

The  system   of  minimum   fees  of  course  in  no  way  precludes  boards 

of  guardians  from   formulating  a  scheme   adapted   to  the  special  cir-  Cooper,  201K 

cumstances  of  their  unions,  so  long  as  such   scheme    provides  for  fees 

which  do  not  fall  below  the  prescribed  minimum. 

70.  One  of  the  witnesses  who  gave  evidence  on  behalf  of  the  Poor  Law 
Unions  Association  (Mr.  Vulliamy),  suggested  a  somewhat  different  plan.  Vulliamy,  428-9, 
He  advocated  a  minimum  fee  of  5s.  under  Article  3  (1)  (b),  reducible,  450-461. 
with  the  consent  of  the  Local  Government  Board,  in  special  circumstances, 
for  instance  in  densely  populated  districts.    We  do  not  think  that  this  would 
be  a  convenient  arrangement. 


Comparison  of  Remuneration  of  a  Public  Vaccinator,  a  District  Medical  Officer, 
and  a  Private  Practitioner. 

71.  In  considering  the  question  of  the  fees  payable  to  public  vaccinators, 
we  have  endeavoured  to  compare  the  remuneration  received  by  a  medical 
man  in  his  capacity  of  public  vaccinator  with  the  remuneration  received 
by  him  as  a  district  medical  officer  and  as  a  private  practitioner. 

There  appears  to  be  a  general  impression  among  boards  of  guardians 
that  the  remuneration  assigned  to  the  work  of  public  vaccination  is  excessive  yee  Brown 
in  comparison  with  that  for  Poor  Law  medical  relief.    Indeed,  we  have  been  163  ;  176 ;  260. 
told  that  some  boards  of  guardians  have  imposed  additional  duties  on  district  Cooper,  1878; 
medical  officers,  who  are  also  public  vaccinators,  without  any  increase  of  124(. 
salary,  or  have  endeavoured  to  divide  their  medical  relief  districts,  on  the  jjmry,  1393- 
ground  that  the  vaccination  work  is  too  highly  paid.  1394, 

7*2.  One  of  the  reasons  adduced  by  Mr.  Cooper  in  support  of  his  opinion  Cooper,  1932,  <4 
that   lower  fees  should  be  paid  to  public  vaccinators  in  thickly  populated  se'i- 
places  was  that  public  vaccination  in  such  places  is  more  remunerative  than  APP-  XXVL  °- 
medical  relief  work.     He  gave  us  an  instance  from  his  own  union.  In 
the  Horwich  and  Lever  districts  of  the  Bolton  Union  the  medical  officer  is 
also  the  public  vaccinator.    In  the  Horwich  district  the  average  fee  per  visit 
works  out  at  Is.  7d.  for  medical  relief,  and  2s.  5d.  for  vaccination  ;  in  the 
Lever  district  at  Is.  3d.  for  medical  relief,  and  2s.  6d.  for  vaccination. 
Mr.  Cooper  explained  that  he  had  reckoned  each  vaccination  as  necessitating 
two  visits,  and  had  included  the  midwifery  fees  in  the  medical  officer's  salary. 

73.  The  Returns  from  the  different  Unions  are  unfortunately  incomplete 
on  this  point,  as  the  data  with  regard  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the 
medical  officer  have  not  been  supplied  in  numerous  cases. 

74.  Some   of  the   witnesses   appeared  to  object  to  the  comparison  gee  e>^.  q0}JQ) 
between  the  work  and  remuneration  of  public  vaccinators  and  district  1287. 
medical  officers  respectively.    It  was  argued  that,  as  the  medical  officer 

has  few  serious  or  urgent  cases  to  deal  with,  he  can  pay  his  visits  at 
times  which  suit  his  own  convenience,  whereas  the  public  vaccinator  must 
arrange  his  calls  by  appointment  and  within  a  limited  time,  so  that  he  can 
seldom,  especially  in  rural  districts,  take  adjacent  cases  together  in  the  same 
round. 

It  should  also  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  district  medical  officer,  unlike 
the  public  vaccinator,  enjoys  fixity  of  tenure,  and  is  entitled  to  the  benefits 
of  superannuation. 

On  the  other  hand  the  public  vaccinator  receives  an  award  of  Is.  for 
each  case  of  infantile  primary  vaccination  out  of  county  funds  if  his  work 
is  certified  by  the  Local  Government  Board  to  be  efficient,  and  he  is  provided 
with  lymph  free  of  cost,  whereas  the  district  medical  officer  has  to  provide 
all  but  the  more  expensive  medicines  out  of  his  salary. 
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75.  Perhaps  the  most  popular  reason  adduced  for  considering  the  fees 
payable  to  public  vaccinators  excessive  was  that  they  are  much  higher  than 

,  the  fees  paid  to  private  medical  practitioners. 

We  endeavoured  to  test  the  validity  of  this  statement.  The  question 
is  somewhat  complicated.  So  far  as  the  evidence  we  have  received  goes, 
it  appears  that  2s.  Qd.  is  the  usual  fee  charged  for  vaccination  by  a  private 
medical  practitioner  with  a  working  class  practice,  if  the  operation  is  per- 
formed within  a  limited  distance  from  his  residence.  Some  private  practi- 
tioners will  vaccinate  for  considerably  less  than  2s.  Qd. ;  others  include  the 
vaccination  of  the  infant  m  the  midwifery  fees  charged  for  attendance  on 
the  mother.  The  difficulty,  however,  is  to  ascertain  how  far  the  conditions 
are  similar  ;  in  other  words,  whether  the  private  practitioner  adopts  the  same 
aseptic  precautions  and  vaccinates  in  the  same  number  of  marks  as  the  public 
vaccinator. 

7 6.  We  learnt,  however,  that  there  are  public  vaccinators,  who,  in  their 
private  practice,  outside  their  public  vaccination  district,  vaccinate  children 
at  their  homes  for  2s.  Qd.  ;  and  it  is  reasonable  to  suppose  that  they  would 
vaccinate  their  private  patients  with  the  same  care  as  those  whom  they  attend 
in  their  capacity  as  public  vaccinators. 

77.  A  suggestion  was  made  to  us  by  witnesses  appearing  on  behalf  of  the 
Association  of  Poor  Law  Unions  and  by  witnesses  representing  boards  of 
guardians  that  every  registered  medical  practitioner  should  be  entitled  to 
receive  a  fee  from  the  public  funds  for  every  case  of  successful  vaccination 
performed  and  certified  by  him. 

78.  We  cannot  recommend  the  adoption  of  this  proposal.  We  do  not 
believe  that  its  adoption  would  contribute  either  to  economy  or  to  the 
efficiency  of  vaccination.  Public  vaccination  is  at  present  performed  in 
accordance  with  stringent  regulations  prescribed  by  the  Local  Government 
Board.  If  every  medical  practitioner  were  to  be  paid  a  fee  out  of  public 
funds  for  vaccination,  it  would  be  practically  impossible  to  secure  adequate 
supervision  of  his  work  and  methods  of  vaccination. 

79.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the  private  medical  practitioners  were  not  to  be 
subject  to  supervision  there  would  be  a  great  risk  of  the  standard  of  vac- 
cination falling  short  of  what  is  now  required  by  the  Local  Government 
Board. 

The  careful  methods  of  vaccination,  including  the  various  aseptic  pre- 
cautions, upon  which  the  Local  Government  Board  insist,  are  not  recognised 
as  necessary  by  many  members  of  the  medical  profession,  and  we  fail  to  see 
how  the  adoption  of  such  precautions  could  be  secured  in  these  cases  without 
inspection.  But  this  is  not  all.  In  the  course  of  our  inquiry  we  frequently 
heard  of  the  existence  of  a  class  of  medical  practitioner,  who,  we  were 
told,  charge  the  sum  of  Qd.  for  vaccination,  and  whose  methods  are  open 
to  grave  objection,  inasmuch  as  they  habitually  produce  one  mark  only,  and 
adopt  no  aseptic  precautions  in  the  performance  of  the  operation.  Having 
regard  to  the  conclusions  of  the  Royal  Commission  on  these  subjects,  we  do 
not  consider  that  the  public  money  should  be  expended  in  fees  to  such 
vaccinators. 

80.  One  witness,  it  is  true,  urged  that  the  certificate  could  be  so 
framed  as  to  render  very  strict  inspection  unnecessary.  Even  if  it  were 
practicable  to  insist  upon  an  entry  in  the  certificate  to  the  effect  that  the 
person  vaccinated  had  been  vaccinated  successfully  in  four  marks,  and  at 
the  same  time  to  make  it  an  offence  to  vaccinate  in  less  than  four  marks, 
there  would  still  be  no  guarantee  that  all  the  other  safeguards  and  pre- 
cautions, such  as  are  required  of  the  public  vaccinators,  had  been  duly 
observed. 


81.  Apart  from  this,  we  fail  to  see  : 
any  substantial  relief  to  the  rates. 


i  the  suggestion  the  probability  of 


CONCLUSIONS. 


82.  From  the  evidence  which  we  have  received,  and  from  the  Returns 
placed  before  us  by  the  Local  Government  Board,  we  find  that,  apart  from 
the  great  increase  in  the  number  of  operations  performed  since  1898,  the 
principal  factor  in  the  increased  cost  of  public  vaccination  has  been  the 
increase  in  the  fees  payable  to  the  public  vaccinators.  But  some  increase 
in  the  remuneration  of  the  public  vaccinators  was  inevitable  in  view  of  the 
additional  duties  which  were  imposed  upon  them  by  the  provisions  of  the 
Vaccination  Act  and  of  the  Vaccination  Order  of  1898.  These  provisions 
were  the  outcome  of  the  recommendations  made  by  the  Royal  Commission 
on  Vaccination  after  a  prolonged  and  exhaustive  investigation  of  the  questions 
submitted  to  them. 

In  paragraph  532  of  their  Final  Report,  the  Royal  Commission  say : —     Final  Report  of 
"The  change  which  we  propose  in  our  vaccination  system  would  ^L,-^0^ 

i  i      •  i     i        i      i  • /v  it         i  mission,  par.  ool. 

"  no  doubt  render  it  more  costly,  but  the  difference  would  not  be  very 
"great,  and,  in  our  judgment,  no  consideration  of  cost  ought  to 
"be  allowed  to  stand  in  the  way  of  any  improvement  which  would 
"render  the  operation  less  burdensome  or  diminish  its  risk.  It  is 
"  only  fair  to  demand  this  if  vaccination  is  to  remain  compulsory." 


Primary  Vaccination. 

83.  Having  regard  to  the  work  which  under  the  Vaccination  Acts  and 
Regulations  public  vaccinators  are  required  to  perform,  we  think  their 
remuneration  for  primary  vaccination  since  the  Act  of  1898  came  into 
operation  has  in  many  cases  not  been  excessive,  particularly  in  country 
districts. 

84.  At  the  same  time  we  believe  that  the  fees  paid  for  primary  vaccina- 
tion might  be  reduced,  without  any  diminution  in  the  efficiency  which  has 
been  attained  under  the  present  system,  and  without  any  injustice  to  the 
public  A^accinators,  if  the  provisions  of  the  Vaccination  Order  were  made 
more  elastic,  so  as  to  facilitate  the  adoption  of  special  arrangements,  such  as 
we  indicate,  and  to  admit  of  certain  modifications  in  the  duties  and  status 
of  the  public  vaccinators. 

85.  The  extent  of  a  parent's  power  to  require  the  attendance  at  his  home 
of  a  public  vaccinator  to  vaccinate  his  child  at  the  cost  of  the  rates  may, 
without  hardship  to  the  parent,  be  considerably  curtailed. 

At  present  public  vaccinators  are  said  to  visit  the  child's  home  from  two  See  para.  51  ante. 
to  four  times  on  an  average  for  each  successful  vaccination. 

We  think  that  if  a  parent  does  not  call  in  the  public  vaccinator  (as  he  Maude,  1594- 
may  do)  before  the  child  is  four  months  of  age  and  does  not  have  the  child  1602. 
vaccinated  when  the  public  vaccinator  makes,  after  notice,  his  statutory  visit  Cooper,  1965- 
to  the  child's  home  to  offer  to  vaccinate  the  child,  the  parent  should  not  be  1972- 
entitled  thereafter  to  have  the  child  vaccinated  at  his  home  free  of  cost, 
unless  the  operation  has  been  postponed  by  the  public  vaccinator.    But  if 
he  afterwards  desires  to  have  his  child  vaccinated  at  the  public  expense  he 
should  be  required  to  take  the  child  to  the  public  vaccinator's  surgery  or 
other  appointed  place. 

8Q.  The  objection  to  the  use  of  stations  and  surgeries  for  the  primary  Final  Report  of 
vaccination  of  infants,  stated  by  the  Royal  Commission  on  Vaccination,  does  the  Royal  Com- 
not  arise  in  the  case  of  the  re- vaccination  of  adults  and  young  persons,  and  mission,  par.  443. 
can  scarcely  apply  even  in  the  case  of  the  primary  vaccination  of  children 
over  one  year  old. 

We  therefore  think  that  the  primary  vaccination  of  a  child  over  the  age 
of  one  year  should  not  be  obligatory  at  the  home  of  such  child  ;  and  that  such 
lower  minimum  fee  as  may  be  prescribed  in  respect  of  vaccination  elsewhere 
than  at  the  home  should  be  payable. 
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See  para.  52  <mfe.  87.  Under  the  present  system  a  public  vaccinator  is  often  obliged  to 
pay  his  statutory  visit  to  a  child's  home  at  times  when  he  has  no  other 
professional  call  to  the  same  neighbourhood. 

W e  think  it  desirable  to  alter  this  so  as  to  give  public  vaccinators  an 
opportunity  of  arranging  their  visits  to  the  homes  of  children  when  they 
have  other  professional  work  in  the  neighbourhood  of  those  homes. 

We  therefore  recommend  that  "four  weeks"  be  substituted  for  "two 
weeks"  in  Article  7  (2)  of  the  Vaccination  Order,  1898. 

88.  Evidence  has  been  given  to  us  that  public  vaccinators  are  obliged 
to  pay  a  large  number  of  statutory-  visits  in  which  they  do  not  and  cannot 
secure  the  vaccination  of  any  child.  We  think  that  an  effort  should  be  made 
to  modify  the  work  of  the  public  vaccinators  so  as  to  reduce  as  far  as 
practicable  the  number  of  statutory  visits  :  See  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Cooper 
(Q.  1956),  and  paragraph  90  below. 

89.  The  evidence  shows  that  under  existing  regulations  public  vaccinators 
have  to  do  a  great  deal  of  clerical  work.  We  think  it  would  be  well  to 
consider  whether  the  amount  of  this  work  cannot  be  simplified. 

In  reference  to  this  we  would  draw  attention  to  the  evidence  of  Dr. 
Maude  (Qs.  1574-1593)-and  Mr.  Cooper  (Qs.  1955-1964). 

Dr.  Maude  suggested  some  alterations  in  the  forms  prescribed  in  the 
Fifth  Schedule  of  the  Vaccination  Order,  1898.  He  pointed  out  that  the 
forms  used  for  the  Medical  Certificate  of  Successful  Vaccination  or  of  Post- 
ponement, for  instance,  might  be  more  conveniently  and  more  rapidly  filled 
in  if  the  several  particulars  of  name,  birth,  residence,  and  so  on,  were  placed 
in  lines  one  underneath  the  other.    We  approve  this  suggestion. 

Cooper,  1955-  90.  Mr.  Cooper  made  a  suggestion  which  we  think  might  with  advantage 

1964.  '  be  adopted.   At  present  the  vaccination  officer  is  not  instructed  to  make 

personal  inquiries  with  a  view  to  securing  the  vaccination  of  a  child  until 
such  child  has  attained  the  age  of  four  months  and  seven  days.  Mr.  Cooper 
suggests  that  these  inquiries  should  be  made  at  an  earlier  date.  When 
acting  as  vaccination  officer  it  was  his  practice  to  send  a  circular  letter 
to  the  parents  asking  them  if  they  preferred  to  have  the  child  vac- 
cinated by  the  public  vaccinator  or  by  their  private  medical  practitioner. 
He  stated  that  he  invariably  received  a  reply.  If  the  parents  preferred 
their  private  practitioners  there  was  no  need  to  interfere  with  them,  but  they 
were  warned  that  if  the  child  were  not  vaccinated  before  the  age  of  four 
months  and  seven  days,  it  would  be  necessary  to  send  the  public  vaccinator. 
Mr.  Cooper  claimed  for  this  system  that  it  not  only  saved  the  public  vac- 
cinator from  paying  many  useless  visits,  but  that  it  also  considerably  reduced 
the  public  vaccinator's  work  by  diminishing  the  number  of  names  which  it 
was  necessary  to  place  on  I  orm  H. 

If  the  modifications  above  suggested  are  adopted,  the  number  of  visits 
which  the  public  vaccinators  have  to  pay  to  the  homes  of  the  children  will  be 
materially  diminished,  and  the  amount  of  their  clerical  work  will  be  reduced. 

91.  Upon  a  careful  consideration  of  the  evidence  which  has  been  placed 
before  us,  and  having  regard  to  the  several  recommendations  contained  in 
this  report,  we  are  of  opinion  that  the  minimum  fees  payable  to  public  vac- 
cinators may  be  fairly  and  reasonably  fixed  at  the  following  amounts  : — 

2s.  6d.  for  every  case  of  successful  primary  vaccination  performed  else- 
where than  at  the  home  of  the  child  or  person  vaccinated ; 

3s.  for  every  case  of  successful  primary  vaccination  performed  at  the 
home  of  the  child  within  one  mile  from  the  public  vaccinator's  residence ; 

45.  for  every  case  of  successful  primary  vaccination  performed  at  the 
home  of  the  child  over  one  mile  and  under  two  miles  from  the  public 
vaccinator's  residence ;  and 

5s.  for  every  case  of  successful  primary  vaccination  performed  at  the 
home  of  the  child  over  two  miles  from  such  residence. 

Where  journeys  of  over  three  miles  have  to  be  made  a  special  fee  should 
be  arranged  between  the  parties. 


Cooper,  1956. 


Maude,  1581- 
1583. 
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In  each  case  we  suggest  that  the  distance  should  be  measured  by  the 
nearest  public  carriage  road. 

We  do  not  propose  any  alteration  in  the  fee  payable  under  Article 
3(1)  (a)  of  the  Vaccination  Order,  1898. 

92.  In  suggesting  these  figures,  we  wish  it  to  be  clearly  understood 
that  we  do  not  regard  them  as  affording  sufficient  remuneration  in  every  case. 
The  circumstances  of  different  districts  vary  considerably. 

In  urban  districts  where  a  considerable  population  lives  in  a  small  area, 
the  public  vaccinator  can  afford  to  vaccinate  for  a  lower  fee  than  in  a 
rural  district  where  the  inhabitants  are  scattered  over  a  wide  area.  Only 
those  who  are  conversant  with  all  the  circumstances  of  a  district  can 
determine  what  fees  in  that  district  will  afford  the  public  vaccinator  reason- 
able remuneration  for  his  work.  In  advising  what  should  be  minimum 
fees,  we  have  in  view  the  average  district  where  no  unusual  difficulties  are 
likely  to  arise  to  prevent  the  public  vaccinator  from  carrying  out  his  duties 
and  no  opposition  exists  on  the  part  of  parents  to  allow  their  children  to 
be  vaccinated  in  accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the  law.  In  districts 
where  these  conditions  do  not  prevail,  we  think  these  minimum  fees  would 
not  afford  sufficient  remuneration  for  the  work  to  be  done,  and  in  such 
districts  we  feel  satisfied  that  boards  of  guardians  will  in  the  future  be  willing 
to  pay  higher  fees,  as  they  have  already  done  in  the  past,  even  where  the 
existing  minimum  fees  have  been  payable. 

93.  The  above  recommendation  is  made  on  the  understanding  that 
the  fee  system  of  payment  which  has  hitherto  been  adopted  is  to  be  con- 
tinued. 

We  think,  however,  that  a  change  in  the  system  of  payment  might  in 
many  districts  be  made  with  advantage  to  the  ratepayers  and  with  satisfaction 
to  the  public  vaccinators. 

In  some  districts  there  is  sufficient  public  vaccination  to  occupy  the  Vulliamy,  462- 
whole  time  of  a  medical  man.    Where  this  is  the  case  we  think  the  guardians  463. 
should  be  empowered  to  appoint  a  whole  time  permanent  public  vaccinator  q^^1^69^.-) 
to  the  district  at  a  salary  to  be  agreed  upon  between  him  and  them  with  Drury  1440- 
the  approval  of  the  Local  Government  Board.  1446.  ' 

The  Local  Government  Board  should  in  such  a  case  be  empowered  to  jg^de'  1564~ 
increase  the  salary  if,  in  their  opinion,  the  amount  offered  by  the  guardians  p^'hurst  1834- 
is  insufficient.  1836. 

94.  In  other  districts  it  might  be  possible  to  associate  the  work  with  ^3^055°°  ' 
that  of  District  Medical  Officer  or  Medical  Officer  of  Health,  at  an  agreed 

salary>  Cope,  1304-1305. 

95.  We  suggest  that  the  law  should  be  amended  so  that  every 
public  vaccinator  may  become  an  "officer"  within  the  meaning  of  Article 
187  of  the  General  Consolidated  Order  and  Section  19  of  the  Poor  Law 
Officers'  Superannuation  Act,  1896,  and  that,  so  long  as  he  strictly  complies 
with  the  terms  of  his  appointment  and  with  the  Instructions  to  Public 
Vaccinators  for  the  time  being  in  force,  he  should  have  fixity  of  tenure,  with 
the  same  rights,  privileges,  and  liabilities  as  a  District  Medical  Officer. 

We  believe  that  public  vaccinators  generally  would  welcome  such  an  Langley  Browne, 
alteration  in  their  status,  and  would  regard  the  change  as  some  compensa-  1239-1240. 
tion  for  the  reduction  which  we  propose  should  be  made  in  their  fees. 

96.  We  are  further  of  opinion  that  where  a  public  vaccinator  is  under 
contract  for  vaccination  at  the  time  when  any  new  Act,  or  Order,  affecting 
the  amount  of  the  fee  or  fees  payable  to  him,  comes  into  force,  he  should 
have  the  option  of  remaining  a  contractor,  instead  of  becoming  an 
"  officer;"  in  which  case  no  reduction  below  the  minimum  fee  payable  under 
Article  3  (1)  (b)  of  the  Vaccination  Order,  1898,  so  far  as  it  applies  to  the 
primary  vaccinatum  of  infants  under  12  months  of  age,  should  be  made, 
and  such  contract  should  only  be  determinable  with  the  consent  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  or  upon  the  acceptance  by  the  public  vaccinator  of 
the  revised  terms  and  conditions  prescribed  by  any  new  Act  or  Order. 
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97.  We  do  not  favour  the  suggestion  that  every  medical  man  should 
be  paid  by  the  vaccination  authority  for  vaccinations  performed  by  him,  but 
we  think  there  would  be  advantage  if  successful  vaccination  were  defined 
by  statute  and  every  medical  man  were  required  to  conform  to  the  statutory 
standard. 

Re- vaccination. 

98.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  a  large  proportion  of  the  cost  of 
vaccination  in  1902-3  was  due  to  the  very  large  amount  of  re- vaccination 
performed  during  that  period  in  consequence  of  the  epidemic  of  small-pox. 

In  ordinary  years  the  cost  of  re-vaccination  has  not  been  considerable. 
It  is  well  known  however,  that  when  small- pox  appears  in,  or  threatens, 
a  district,  very  many  of  the  inhabitants  immediately  seek  re-vaccination,  and, 
under  the  existing  arrangements,  the  cost  of  this  has  been  heavy. 

99.  It  is  here  to  be  observed  that  an  interpretation  has  been  generally 
placed  upon  the  regulations  (and  the  contracts  thereunder)  which  was  apparently 
not  originally  intended, — an  interpretation  which  has  been  productive  of  great 
and  unnecessary  expense.  We  were  informed  that  it  was  not  the  intention  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  that  the  (Z>)  fee  for  domiciliary  re-vaccination 
should  be  payable  in  respect  of  the  re- vaccination  of  whole  households  and  of 
the  inmates  of  asylums  and  other  institutions  ;  but  it  is  evident  that  the  terms 
of  the  Vaccination  Contract  have  been  largely,  if  not  generally,  interpreted  as 
giving  the  public  vaccinator  a  legal  claim,  in  respect  of  each  individual  re- 
vaccinated,  to  the  (h)  fee  agreed  upon  between  the  guardians  and  himself.  This 
has,  necessarily,  had  the  effect  of  increasing  the  aggregate  cost  of  re- vaccination. 
In  such  cases  we  infer  that  it  was  competent  for  the  guardians  to  make  special 
arrangements  with  the  public  vaccinator,  either  by  appointing  a  station,  or 
stations,  at  which  applicants  for  re- vaccination  could  attend,  or  by  agreeing 
with  the  public  vaccinator  for  the  performance  of  the  operation  of  re- vaccination 
upon  more  than  one  person  in  a  house,  workshop,  or  institution  at  a  lower  fee 
than  that  prescribed  by  Art.  3  (l)  (b)  of  the  Vaccination  Order,  1898. 

100.  In  ordinary  circumstances  we  think  that  re-vaccination  should  be 
done  only  at  appointed  stations  or  at  the  surgeries  of  the  public  vaccinators. 

Where,  however,  owing  to  the  appearance  of  small -pox,  the  public 
vaccinator  has  to  visit  a  house  (whether  or  not  it  is  the  home  of  the  person 
re-vaccinated)  to  do  one  case  of  re-vaccination,  we  think  he  should  be  paid 
the  same  fee  as  would  be  payable  if  the  case  were  one  of  primary  vaccination. 
Conolly,  57.  But  if  there  are  more  cases  than  one  to  be  re- vaccinated  in  the  same  house, 
Vulliamy,  464-  and  at  the  same  time,  we  think  the  public  vaccinator,  in  the  absence  of  any 
Gin  594  special  arrangement,  should  be  paid  at  the  rate  of  2s.  Gd.  per  case. 

Cope,  1299-1303.  jOl.  jt  nas  been  stated  in  evidence  that  a  considerable  portion  of  a 
Cooper,  .  pUbHc  vaccinator's  time  is  occupied  in  preparing  the  child's  arm  for  the 
Conolly,  103-104.  operalion  and  in  dressing  it  after  the  operation  has  been  performed.  This 
work  must  be  done  ordinarily  by  the  rjublic  vaccinator  himself  when  he 
vaccinates  infants  at  their  own  homes. 

But  this  and  much  of  the  clerical  work  can  be  done  by  an  assistant,  or  by 
assistants,  when  vaccination  and  re- vaccination  are  done  at  stations. 

102.  We  think  that  for  re-vaccination  at  stations  the  guardians  might, 
with  the  approval  of  the  public  vaccinator,  themselves  employ  and  pay  an 
assistant  to  prepare  and  dress  the  arms  of  patients,  and  that  the  fee  for 
stational  re-vaccination  where  this  is  done  might  reasonably  be  left  to  be 
arranged  between  the  guardians  and  the  public  vaccinator. 

Vaccination  Officers. 

103.  Although  189  boards  of  guardians  forwarded  memorials  or  re- 
solutions to  the  Local  Government  Board  urging  a  reduction  in  the  minimum 
fees  payable  both  to  public  vaccinators  and  lo  vaccination  officers,  no 
evidence  was  put  before  us  in  support  of  the  reduction  of  the  fees  of  the 
vaccination  officers. 
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On  the  other  hand  witnesses  who  appeared  on  behalf  of  the  National  Mallam,  608. 
Poor  Law  Officers'  Association  and  the  National  Vaccination  Officers'  Elsam>  737- 
Association  represented  to  us  that  the  minimum  fees  at  present  payable  to 
vaccination  officers  should  be  increased. 

104.  We  are  of  opinion  that  Article  20  of  the  Vaccination  Order,  1898, 
affords  on  the  whole  a  very  fair  basis  for  the  remuneration  of  these  officers. 

We  are  confirmed  in  this  opinion  by  the  fact  that  in  many  cases  the  Conolly,  27. 

guardians,  recognising  the  existence  of  special  circumstances,  have  assigned 

fees  in  excess  of  the  minimum  specified  in  the  Order.  Brown,  309. 

The  witnesses  appearing  on  behalf  of  boards  of  guardians  without  VuTliamy,' 476." 
exception  considered  the  fees  sufficient.  Kemble,  1017. 

Mr.  Cooper,  the  Clerk  to  the  Guardians  of  the  Bolton  Union,  himself  a  ^irhurst1 1856 
former  vaccination  officer,  declared  that  the  fees  were  ample.  Cooper,  2090. 

The  Association  of  Poor  Law  Unions  desires  the  fees  to  remain  as  at 

present.  Dimbleby,  318. 

105.  The  evidence  submitted  to  us  on  behalf  of  the  vaccination 
officers  has  not  voiced  so  much  an  objection  to  the  prescribed  minimum  fees, 
so  far  as  they  are  applicable  to  certain  urban  areas,  as  to  their  inadequacy 
in  rases  where  long  distances  have  to  be  travelled.  Our  attention  has  also 
been  specially  directed  to  the  fact  that  the  fees  assigned  to  the  vaccination 
officer  are  practically  only  payable  in  relation  to  the  primary  vaccination  of 
children  whose  births  are  registered  in  his  district,  and  that  much  of  the  work 
of  the  vaccination  officer  — such  as  that  of  the  registration  of  certificates  of 
"postponement,"  "insusceptibility"  and  "exemption,"  deaths  of  children, 
re-vaccination  and  the  vaccination  of  persons  over  14  years  of  age — has  no 
remuneration  assigned  to  it. 

10(5.  The  evidence  shows  that  the  duties  of  the  vaccination  officer  are  Conolly,  26. 
materially  affected  by  the  attitude  assumed  by  the  public  and  by  his  board  Eleam,  771. 
of  guardians  in  relation  to  vaccination.    Hence,  whilst  in  a  district  where  8°4  ' 

there  is  no  serious  opposition  to  the  enforcement  of  the  Vaccination  Acts 
the  minimum  fees  prescribed  by  the  Order  in  relation  to  the  vaccination 
officer  may  be  adequate,  they  may  be  quite  inadequate  if  he  has,  in  the 
discharge  of  his  responsibilities,  to  meet  the  hostility  of  the  public  or  of  his 
board.  Moreover,  it  may  be  urged  that  it  is  just  in  these  cases  that  the 
guardians,  by  reason  of  their  general  hostility  to  vaccination,  are  unwilling  to 
recognise  that  the  circumstances  of  the  district  require  fees  in  excess  of  the 
minimum.  On  the  other  hand,  we  have  heard  of  places  in  which,  though  the  See  App.  X. 
guardians  are  openly  hostile  to  vaccination,  higher  fees  than  the  minimum  Elsam,  829-830. 
are  paid  to  the  vaccination  officers.  The  differences  which  from  time  to 
time  arise  between  anti-vaccination  boards  of  guardians  and  their  vaccination 
officers  can  more  often  be  traced  to  objections  to  the  conditions  under  which 
these  officers  hold  their  appointments  and  perform  their  duties  than  to 
objections  to  their  remuneration. 

107.  Again,  it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  vaccination  officers,  unlike 
public  vaccinators,  are  technically  "  officers  "  and,  as  such,  are  entitled  to 
superannuation  and  cannot  be  removed  from  office  without  the  consent 
of  the  Local  Government  Board. 

108.  Further,  the  Local  Government  Board  have  the  power  of  fixing 
the  fees  payable  to  vaccination  officers  in  any  case  in  which  the  guardians 

fail  to  assign  them  adequate  remuneration.    Article  20  (2)  of  the  Order  of  Vaccination 
1898  provides  that: — "Subject  to  the  above  provisions  as  to  the  minimum,  Order,  1898, 
the  amount  of  such  payment  shall  be  such  as  we  may  approve  or  direct ;  Art-  20  (2)- 
and  shall  be  increased  or  reduced,  and  such  additional  payment  shall  be  made 
for  extraordinary  services  of  the  vaccination  officer,  or  under  other  unforeseen 
circumstances,  as  we  shall  from  time  to  time  approve  or  direct."   We  consider 
that  this  provision  should  be  sufficient  to  meet  any  case  in  which  the 
guardians,  actuated  by  hostility  to  vaccination,  fail  to  assign  fees  which 
would  adequately  represent  the  work  devolving  upon  the  vaccination  officer. 

109.  We  therefore  do  not  recommend  any  change  in  the  mode  of 
remuneration  of  vaccination  officers,  or  in  the  minimum  fees  to  be  paid  to 
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them  in  districts  where  there  is  no  serious  local  opposition  to  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  Vaccination  Acts  ;  but  where  there  is  such  opposition,  we 
think  that  the  fees  of  these  officers  should  be  fixed  at  such  an  amount  as  would 
give  them  approximately  the  same  remuneration  as  they  would  receive  in  a 
similar  district  where  opposition  to  vaccination  did  not  prevail ;  and  if  in 
such  districts  in  any  year,  after  diligently  performing  their  duties,  the  vac- 
cination officers  were,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
insufficiently  paid  for  their  work,  we  think  the  Board  should  be  empowered 
to  increase  the  amount  of  the  fees  or  to  prsscribe  a  salary  for  the  office. 

110.  It  has  been  suggested  to  us  that  provision  should  be  made  for  the 
payment  of  a  fee  to  the  vaccination  officer  for  the  registration  of  each  case  of 
successful  re-vaccination  as  well  as  for  cases  of  successful  primary  vaccination. 

Upon  this  we  may  remark  that  in  the  absence  of  small- pox  the  vaccination 
officer  has  legally  no  duties  to  perform  at  present  with  regard  to  re-vaccina- 
tion. In  times  of  small-pox  prevalence,  however,  the  vaccination  officer  is 
required  to  "make  such  house  to  house  visitations  as  the  Local  Government 
Board  or  the  guardians  may  direct  in  reference  to  vaccination,  and  carry  out 
any  special  instructions  which  the  Board  and  the  guardians  may  issue  on 
the  subject";  and  in  a  Memorandum,  issued  by  the  Local  Government 
Board,  "on  the  steps  specially  requisite  to  be  taken  in  places  where 
small-pox  is  prevalent"  it  is  stated  that  "The  vaccination  officer  should 
make  it  well-known  that  the  public  vaccinator  is  at  liberty  to  re-vaccinate 
all  persons  who  shall  not  be  less  than  ten  years  old  and  shall  not  have 
been  previously  re-vaccinated  within  a  period  of  ten  years,  who  apply  to 
him  for  that  purpose  ;  and  that  persons  not  vaccinated  since  childhood,  who 
are  likely  to  be  exposed  to  contagion,  ought  to  be  re-vaccinated  without  delay. 
Above  all,  this  is  necessary  for  persons  whose  original  marks  of  vaccination  are 
imperfect." 

These  instructions  have  been  interpreted  by  some  vaccination  officers  as 
investing  them  with  specific  duties  with  regard  to  re-vaccination,  and  in  many 
cases  no  doubt  the  officers  have  used  their  best  efforts  to  promote  re- 
vaccination  accordingly. 

An  account  of  the  work  actually  done  by  a  vaccination  officer  during  an 
epidemic  of  small-pox  was  given  to  us  by  one  witness. 

111.  In  such  cases  the  guardians  are  empowered  to  make  their  officers 
Order,  1898  Art.  a  grant  for  extraordinary  services  under  Article  20  (2)  of  the  Order,  and,  in 
20  (2)-              the  absence  of  any  legal  enactment  specifically  charging  the  officer  with  duties 

with  regard  to  re-vaccination,  we  consider  that  this  provision  should  be 
sufficient.  The  fact  that  in  certain  instances  the  guardians  have  failed  to 
recognise  extraordinary  services  of  this  nature  by  exercising  their  power  of 
assigning  an  additional  payment  in  respect  of  them  is  no  doubt  partly  due  to 
the  heavy  charge  already  thrown  upon  the  rates  by  the  fees  paid  to  the  public 
vaccinators  for  performing  these  operations.  If  the  suggestions  we  have 
made  with  a  view  to  reducing  the  cost  of  re-vaccination  are  adopted, 
boards  of  guardians  would,  we  think,  be  less  reluctant  to  assign  additional 
remuneration  to  the  vaccination  officer  for  his  services  during  an  epidemic. 

112.  We  have  therefore  come  to  the  conclusion  that  no  alteration  in 
the  direction  suggested  is  necessary  in  the  existing  circumstances.  Should 
Parliament  at  any  time  make  re-vaccination  compulsory,  this  conclusion 
would  of  course  require  reconsideration. 

113.  It  is  provided  by  Article  20  (3)  of  the  Vaccination  Order,  1898 
that  "The  remuneration  of  the  vaccination  officer  shall  be  deemed  to  include 
any  expense  in  respect  of  postage  incurred  by  him,  unless  otherwise 
agreed  between  him  and  the  guardians." 

Mallam,  676-682.  We  consider  that  in  all  cases  the  necessary  postages  of  the  vaccination 
Elsam,  741-743,  officer  should  be  paid  by  the  guardians.  The  more  efficiently  a  vaccination 
officer  does  his  work  the  greater  expense  he  is  likely  to  incur  in  respect  of 
postage.  Therefore  if  the  guardians  do  not  pay  the  postage,  the  officer  is 
to  a  certain  extent  discouraged  from  doing  his  work  well  and  is,  so  to 
speak,  fined  for  doing  it  efficiently. 
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114.  We  recommend  that  the  fee  under  Art.  20  (1.)  (b)  be  payable  in 
respect  of  all  successful  vaccinations  of  children  in  the  district  of  the  vaccina- 
tion officer,  for  which  he  shall  have  received  a  certificate,  and  that  a  fee  of 
3d.  be  payable  for  the  registration  of  certificates  of  "  insusceptibility "  and 
"  postponement." 

115.  Difficulties  from  time  to  time  arise  with  regard  to  the  costs  and 
expenses  incurred  by  vaccination  officers  in  proceedings  taken  by  them  for 
enforcing  the  provisions  of  the  Vaccination  Acts,  especially  with  regard  to 
costs  incurred  in  obtaining  legal  assistance  in  connection  with  the  institution 
and  conduct  of  any  such  proceedings. 

The   Vaccination  Order  imposes  upon  the  guardians  the  duty  of  paying  Vaccination 
the  "reasonable"  costs  of  obtaining  any  "necessary"  legal  assistance,  but  Art^'gVn8' 
difficulties  have  arisen  upon  the  interpretation  of  what  is  "  reasonable  "  or    r " 
"  necessary"  in  this  connection. 

We  are  not  sure  whether  this  question  lies  strictly  within  the  scope  of 
our  reference,  but  we  think  it  right  to  offer  one  suggestion  in  regard  to  it. 

Ordinarily  the  vaccination  officer  should,  we  consider,  be  capable  of 
conducting  his  own  case  in  proceedings  before  a  court  of  summary  jurisdic- 
tion, relying  for  any  legal  advice  upon  the  assistance  of  the  clerk  to  the  Mallam,  647-666. 
guardians,  who  is  generally  a  solicitor.    But  vaccination  officers  complain  Elsam,  761-766  ; 
that  not  infrequently  they  find  themselves  opposed  without  warning  by  789-793- 
counsel  or  solicitor  appearing  for  the  defendant,    In   such   cases  they 
obviously  labour  under  great  disadvantage.     We  think  this  difficulty  might 
be  overcome  by  requiring  notice  of  counsel  or  solicitor  to  be  given  by  the 
defendant.    If  the  defendant  failed  to  give  notice,  the  magistrates  should 
adjourn  the  case  as  a  matter  of  course,  so  that  the  vaccination  officer  might 
have  the  opportunity  of  employing  counsel  or  solicitor  to  conduct  his  case 
for  him. 

116.  We  further  think  that  the  "  reasonable  costs  and  expenses  incurred 
by  the  vaccination  officer  in  any  proceedings  taken  by  him  for  enforcing  the 
provisions  of  the  Vaccination  Acts  "  should,  in  addition  to  the  costs  referred 
to  in  Art.  29  (1)  of  the  Vaccination  Order,  1898,  be  deemed  to  include 
personal  expenses  necessarily  and  bona  fide  incurred  by  him  in  attending 
before  a  court  of  summary  jurisdiction. 

117.  In  conclusion,  we  have  much  pleasure  in  acknowledging  the  very 
valuable  assistance  which  we  have  received  from  our  Secretary,  Mr.  A.  V. 
Symonds,  in  the  course  of  our  inquiry  and  in  the  preparation  of  this  Report. 

(Signed)    EVAN  H.  LLEWELLYN  (Chairman). 
JOHN  LITHIBY. 
R  BRUCE  LOW. 
W.  VALLANCE. 


Aubrey  V.  Symonds,  Secretary. 
25th  April,  1904. 
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MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE 


TAKEN    BEFORE  THE 


DEPART  MENTAL    CO M  MITT EE 


VACCINATION  EXPENSES. 


Mr.  W.  Wellington  Conolly,  called;  and  Examined. 


1.  (Chairman.)  Mr.  Conolly,  you  are  Principal  of  the 
Public  Health  Department  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  I  believe  ? — I  am. 

2.  And  in  that  capacity  have  you  had  opportunity  of 
becoming  acquainted  with  the  views  of  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians on  the  question  of  the  present  cost  of  vaccination  ? — 
Yes,  all  the  representations  and  memorials  which  Boards 
of  Guardians  and  other  bodies  have  addressed  to  this 
Board  have  passed  through  my  hands. 

3.  Are  you  of  opinion  that  much  dissatisfaction  exists 
on  the  point  ? — Yes,  I  think  it  is  unquestionable  that  in  the 
case  of  many  boards  considerable  dissatisfaction  exists. 

4.  Will  you  give  us  briefly  a  general  indication  of  how 
this  has  come  about  ? — Prior  to  1867,  the  date  of  the 
earliest  existing  Vaccination  Act,  the  Public  Vaccinators 
were,  as  they  are  now,  paid  by  fees,  and  these  fees  have  as  a 
rule  formed  the  most  important  item  in  the  cost  of  public 
vaccination.  Up  to  1898  inclusive  (that  is  the  year  in 
which  the  latest  Vaccination  Act  was  passed)  the  amount 
of  the  annual  bill  on  account  of  this  cost  was  not  very  great. 
Tn  fact  by  the  latter  year  it  had  very  greatly  decreased. 
In  1871  was  passed  the  Act  which  provided  definitely 
for  the  appointment  of  vaccination  officers,  whose  duty 
is  to  enforce,  by  legal  proceedings,  if  necessary,  the 
provisions  of  the  Vaccination  Acts ;  and  the  Annual  Local 
Taxation  Returns  show  that,  in  the  year  ending  Lady  Day, 
1872,  the  vaccination  fees  and  expenses  amounted  to 
£112,942.  From  this  point  the  figures  went  down  by 
degrees  with  fluctuations  year  by  year.  In  round 
numbers  we  have  £100,000,  £79,000,  £81,000,  £82,000, 
£88,000,  £92,000,  £87.000,  £86,000,  £87,000,  £97,000, 
£91.000,  £91,000,  £94,000,  £93,000,  £92,000,  £90,000, 
£91,000,  £85,000,  £84,000.  £83,000,  £83,000,  £87,000, 
£82,000,  £78,000,  £84,000,  £76.000,  until  at  last  we  come  to 
the  year  to  Lady  Day,  1899,  of  which  three-quarters 
formed  the  last  period  under  the  old  regime, 
when  the  total  was  £72,665.  That  was  the  low  water 
mark.  The  reason  for  this  is  not  far  to  seek.  For 
many  years  a  small  but  increasing  section  of  the  com- 
munity had  declared  not  merely  against  compulsory  vac- 
cination, but  against  any  vaccination  at  all — alleging  the 
risks  to  health  run  by  those  who  were  subjected  or  sub- 
mitted themselves  to  the  operation.  In  1889  a  Royal 
Commission  had  been  appointed  to  investigate  the  question 
fully  and  authoritatively.  The  investigation  continued 
over  a  period  of  seven  years — the  final  report  not  being  made 


until  August  1896 — and  during  this  long  period  when  the  ji 
fate  of  compulsory  and  state- regulated  vaccination  seemed 
to  many  to  be  hanging  in  the  balance,  not  only  was  the  per- 
formance of  public  vaccination  practically  suspended  in 
hostile  quarters,  but  even  in  many  places  not  actively 
opposed  to  the  principle  of  vaccination  the  administration 
of  the  Acts  slackened  appreciably,  so  that  while  in  the  year 
to  Michaelmas,  1881,  the  ratio  of  successful  primary 
public  vaccinations  of  infants  under  one  year  of  age  to 
the  total  number  of  registered  births  was  57-3  per  cent., 
the  corresponding  ratio  for  1898  was  28-5  per  cent.,  or 
somewhat  less  than  half  the  former.  The  number  of 
primary  vaccinations  at  all  ages  and  of  public  re- vaccina- 
tions showed  a  similar  decrease.  This  was  the  year 
in  which  the  low  water  mark  was  reached  in  respect  of  the 
cost  of  vaccination.  The  outcome  of  the  Royal  Commis- 
sioners' labours  was  the  Vaccination  Act,  1898,  and  this 
effected  two  radical  changes  in  the  law  ;  it  brought  vacci- 
nation to  the  home  of  the  parent,  who  under  the  former 
law  might  have  had  to  travel  many  miles,  and  it  gave  him 
a  lymph  which  was  practically  above  suspicion  as  to  its 
freedom  from  pathogenic  influences.  These  alterations  in 
practice  gave  an  immense  stimulus  to  vaocination, 
which  has  been  enhanced  by  the  occurrence  of  an  epidemic 
of  small-pox  in  1901-3  :  and  in  the  result  the  public 
vaccinators'  fees,  which  are  necessarily  of  higher  rate  than 
before  on  account  of  the  officers'  extra  work,  have  amounted 
in  individual  cases  to  considerable  sums  and  in  the  aggre- 
gate to  an  extraordinarily  high  figure.  Thus  the  fees  and 
expenses  which  had  dropped  in  the  year  to  Lady  Day,  1899 
to  £72.665  rose  suddenly  in  the  following  year  to  £237,527, 
while  for  1901  the  amount  was  £233,512  and  for  1902  was 
£270,628.  Hence  much  dissatisfaction  has  on  many  sides 
been  expressed  at  the  increased  charge  thrown  upon  the 
local  rates,  and  many  suggestions  have  been  made  with  a 
view  to  lowering  that  charge. 

5.  What  are  the  details  making  up  the  total  cost  of  vac- 
cination ? — The  cost  of  public  vaccination  (including  in 
this  term  public  re-vaccination)  is  determined  by  (1)  the 
remuneration  of  the  officers — public  vaccinators,  vaccina- 
tion officers  and  assistants :  (2)  the  officers'  expenses 
which  are  separately  chargeable,  such  as  postages  and  legal 
expenses  :  and  (3)  miscellaneous  out-goings,  such  as  pay- 
ment of  rent,  purchase  of  lymph,  etc. 

6.  Are  public  vaccinators  regarded  as  officers  ? — No, 
they  are  not  technically  "  officers."  although  I  have 
thought  it  convenient  to  include  them  in  the  term  for 
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Gonolly.  present  purposes.  They  are  only  contra  ;tors  and  hence 
may  have  their  contracts  terminated  by  the  Guardians  at 
any  time  by  twenty-eight  days'  notice,  and  they  are  not 
entitled  to  the  benefits  of  the  Poor  Law  Officers'  Super- 
annuation Act,  1896. 

7.  Now  first  as  to  the  public  vaccinators'  fees — you  say 
these  are  the  most  important  item  in  the  Account  ? — They 
are,  and  it  is  mostly  in  consequence  of  the  increase  in  them 
that  the  present  discontent  exists. 

8.  How  did  the  former  fees  stand  ? — The  fees  paid  to  the 
public  vaccinators  under  the  old  regime  were  low  as  com- 
pared with  the  present  fees,  at  least  with  those  for  the 
operations  performed  at  the  person's  home.  Section  6  of 
the  Act  of  1867  provided  that  for  every  successful  vaccina- 
tion done  at  an  appointed  station  situated  at  or  within  one 
mile  from  the  residence  of  the  vaccinator  or  in  the  work- 
house a  fee  of  not  less  than  ls>  6d.  should  be  paid ;  for 
every  such  vaccination  done  at  any  station  over  one  mile 
and  under  two  miles  distant  from  his  residence  not  less 
than  2s.  ;  and  for  every  such  vaccination  done  at  any 
station  over  two  miles  distant  from  his  residence 
not  less  than  3s.,  such  distance  being  measured 
according  to  the  nearest  public  carriage  road.  For 
successful  vaccinations  performed  elsewhere  than  at 
a  station  or  in  the  workhouse  the  terms  were  to 
be  such  as  should  be  agreed  upon  in  the  contract  and 
approved  by  this  Board.  Under  Section  8  of  the  Act 
successful  re-vaccinations  performed  in  accordance  with 
the  regulations  were  to  be  paid  for  at  a  rate  of  two-thirds  of 
the  fee  payable  upon  each  case  of  successful  vaccination. 
Moreover,  fees  were  under  that  Act  paid  expressly  "  in 
respect  only  of  the  successful  vaccination  of  persons,"  that 
is  to  say,  only  on  results.  But  although  domiciliary  vac- 
cination was  permitted  in  certain  cases  under  that  Act  it 
was  intended  to  be  done  only  as  an  exceptional  matter. 
Stational  vaccination  was  distinctly  the  rule. 

9.  Why  are  the  present  fees  so  much  larger  ? — The  con- 
ditions under  the  Act  of  1898  are  fundamentally  different 
from  those  under  the  former  Acts,  and  this  consideration 
has  materially  affected  the  fees.  Previously  the  great 
idea  was  that,  in  order  to  secure  the  best  sort  of  vaccina- 
tion, the  operation  should,  as  far  as  practicable,  be  per- 
formed with  fresh  lymph  direct  from  arm  to  arm  ;  and 
except  as  regards  persons  vaccinated  at  the  first  of  a  set  of 
periodical  attendances,  the  lymph  employed  would  ordi- 
narily be  that  taken  from  the  arm  of  a  child  vaccinated  the 
day  week  previously,  if  it  were  deemed  suitable.  Accord- 
ingly it  was  arranged  that  the  candidates  for  vaccination 
should  be  assembled  at  certain  stations  at  fixed  times,  so 
that  the  public  vaccinator  might  have  ample  choice  of 
lymph  from  the  best-formed  vesicles  upon  the  healthiest 
children  ;  and,  further,  that  to  the  same  end  the  cases 
should  not  be  distributed  between  too  many  stations  or 
over  too  many  vaccinating  days.  Obviously  these  arrange- 
ments conduced  greatly  to  the  convenience  of  the  public 
vaccinator.  It  was  the  business  of  the  vaccination  officer 
to  endeavour  to  secure  the  attendance  of  as  many  as 
possible  of  the  children  due  for  vaccination  ;  and  the 
public  vaccinator  had  practically  only  to  attend  and 
vaccinate.  Moreover,  he  was  under  no  obligation  to 
observe,  in  the  performance  of  the  operation,  the  aseptic 
precautions  now  prescribed,  or  to  attend  a  child  who  might 
become  ill  in  consequence  of  the  vaccination.  Now,  how- 
ever, the  substitution  of  calf  lymph  for  humanised  lymph 
has,  apart  from  the  statutory  direction  in  Section  1  of  the 
1898  Act,  removed  the  need  for  the  assemblage  of  cases  ; 
while  the  requirement  that  the  public  vaccinator  shall  visit 
the  child's  home  for  the  purpose  of  vaccinating  the  child 
imposes  on  him  a  duty  which  may  involve  the  expendi- 
ture of  much  time,  trouble,  and  expense. 

10.  I  think  we  should  like  to  have  in  some  detail  what 
difference  this  new  duty  really  makes  to  the  public 
vaccinator  ? — The  difference  may  be  stated  thus  :  First, 
instead  of  having  the  child  brought  to  him  he  has  to  go  to 
the  child's  home.  Hence,  instead  of  being  able  to  earn 
several  fees  without  a  journey,  or  with  a  journey  of  only 
a  mile  or  two  to  a  station,  he  may  now  in  many  country 
districts  have  to  travel  several  miles  in  order  to  earn  only  one 
operation- fee  ;  especially  would  this  be  the  case  in  extensive 
and  sparsely -populated  districts,  or  where  his  medical  prac- 
tice did  not  extend  to  the  locality  he  would  have  to  visit. 
Second,  his  journeys  would  often  be  over  hilly  and  rough 
roads,  and  sometimes  he  woxd  have  to  walk  the  last  part 
of  his  journey,  the  houses  being  otherwise  inaccessMe. 


In  these  cases,  as  also  in  moorland  and  fen  districts,  the 
distances  to  be  traversed  would  often  be  very  consider- 
able, and  the  wear  and  tear  of  horse  and  car,  or  bicycle,  or 
other  cost  of  locomotion,  should  be  reckoned  with.  Third, 
many  visits  would  be  fruitless.  The  parent  might  refuse 
point  blank  to  have  the  child  vaccinated,  or  the  child 
might  not  be  in  a  fit  condition  to  be  done,  or  the  condition 
of  the  child's  home  might  lead  the  public  vaccinator  to 
be  of  opinion  that  the  child  could  not  be  safely  vaccinated, 
whereupon,  under  Section  1  (4)  of  the  Vaccination  Act, 
1898,  it  would  be  his  duty  to  give  a  certificate  of  post 
ponement,  and  notify  the  same  to  the  Medical  Officer  of 
Health.  If  the  first  vaccination  did  not  "take"  he 
would  have  to  repeat  tlie  operation,  and  again,  if 
necessary ;  so  that  before  a  child  could  be  certified  as 
insusceptible  no  fewer  than  four  double  journeys  would 
have  to  be  made,  and  all  this  without  any  operation- 
fee.  Fourth,  he  must  now,  in  all  his  vaccinations 
under  contract,  observe  the  instructions  in  the  third 
schedule  to  the  1898  Order.  These,  as  compared  with  the 
instructions  which  they  superseded,  stipulate,  for  the  first 
time,  that  at  every  stage  the  vaccination  shall  be  carried 
out  with  aseptic  precautions,  which  must  include  the 
cleansing  of  the  surface  of  the  skin  before  vaccination, 
the  use  of  sterilised  instruments,  and  the  protection  of 
the  vaccinated  surface  against  extraneous  infection,  both 
on  the  performance  of  the  operation  and  on  inspection 
of  the  results.  Fifth,  his  expenses  are  increased  partly  by 
the  increased  travelling  already  referred  to,  by  increased 
postages,  and  also  by  the  cost  of  the  dressings  he  may 
have  to  apply.  Indeed,  in  poor  or  slum  neighbourhoods, 
he  may  have  to  carry  with  him  soap,  towel,  and  means 
of  heating  water.  Sixth,  the  time  taken  in  properly 
performing  one  operation  is  greatly  increased.  Seventh, 
if  any  child  vaccinated  by  him  under  his  contract  should, 
in  his  opinion,  require  medical  treatment  in  consequence 
of  the  vaccination,  he  must,  if  the  parent  consent,  attend 
the  child  and  prescribe  the  requisite  treatment.  Eighth, 
his  clerical  work  is  increased. 

11.  And  what  precisely  is  the  increase  made  in  the  fees 
to  meet  these  increased  demands  upon  the  public  vac- 
cinator ? — The  present  scale  of  fees  is  prescribed  by 
Article  3  (1)  of  the  1898  Order.  That  Article  provides 
that  the  following  payments  shall  be  made  : — "  (a)  A  pay- 
"  ment  of  not  less  than  Is.  in  respect  of  every  child 
"  whose  birth  shall  have  been  registered  in  his  district 
''  after  the  31st  dav  of  August,  1898.  or  who  shall  be 
"  resident  in  his  district,  and  whose  birth  shall  have  been 
"  registered  in  some  other  district  after  that  date,  or  shall 
"  not  have  been  registered  at  all,  except  children  who 
"  shall  have  died  or  been  removed  from  the  district  before 
"  attaining  the  age  of  four  months,  or  who  shall  have 
"  been  duly  certified  to  have  been  successfully  vaccinated 
"  otherwise  than  by  the  public  vaccinator,  or  to  be 
"  insusceptible  of  vaccination,  or  to  have  had  smallpox 
"  before  reaching  that  age,  or  with  regard  to  whom  a 
"  certificate  under  Section  2  of  the  Act  of  1898  is  in 
"  force,  (b)  A  payment  of  not  less  than  5s.  in  respect 
•'  of  every  successful  primary  vaccination  or  re-vaccina- 
"  tion  performed  by  him  at  the  home  of  the  person 
"  vaccinated;  and  (c)  a  payment  of  not  less  than  2s.  6d. 
"  in  respect  of  every  successful  primary  vaccination  of 
"  any  person  other  than  a  child,  or  of  any  successful  re- 
•'  vaccination,  such  primary  vaccination  or  re-vaccination 
"  having  been  performed  by  him  at  his  ourgery  or  else- 
"  where  than  at  the  home  of  the  person  vaccinated." 
There  is  a  proviso :  "  That  no  payment  shall  be  made  in 
"  respect  of  any  vaccination  unless  the  same  shall  have 
"  been  performed  in  accordance  with  the  conditions 
"  herein  prescribed,  nor  unless  the  provisions  of  the 
"  Vaccination  Acts,  1867  to  1898,  and  of  this  Order  as  to 
"  certificates  and  otherwise  have  been  observed  with 
"  reference  thereto.  Provided  also  that  no  payment  shall 
"  be  made  in  respect  of  the  re-vaccination  of  any  person 
"  who  shall  be  less  than  ten  years  old,  or  who  shall  have 
"  been  previously  re-vaccinated  within  a  period  of  ten. 
"  years."  Sub-clause  (2)  of  the  Section  operates  as  a 
slight  extension  of  Clause  1  (a)  and  provides  that :  "  The 
"  number  of  children  in  respect  of  whom  payments  are 
"  to  be  made  under  paragraph  (a)  of  this  Article  shall  be 
"  the  number  of  children  in  the  lists  to  be  sent  by  the 
"  vaccination  officer  to  the  public  vaccinator,  as  provided 
"  by  paragraph  6  (a)  of  the  '  Instructions  to  Vaccination 
"  Officers '  in  the  Fourth  Schedule  hereto,  together 
"  with  the  number  of  children  not  included  in  such  lists 
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■'  but  vaccinated  by  the  public  vaccinator  himself." 
It  will  be  seen  from  this  that  there  is  no  provision  for 
the  primary  vaccination  of  a  child  elsewhere  than  at  it< 
home,  or  for  the  payment  of  any  fee  in  respect  of  such  a 
vaccination,  as  the  essence  of  the  existing  arrangement 
is  that  at  least  all  infantile  vaccination  shall  be  domiciliary. 

12.  Will  you  explain  the  object  of  these  fees? — The  (a) 
fee  is  intended  mainly  as  remuneration  for  the  clerical 
work.  In  wide  and  sparsely- populated  country  districts 
many  boards  of  guardians  have  recognised  that  this  fee  is 
inadequate,  and  they  have  voluntarily  agreed  to  (a)  fees 
of  various  amounts  up  to  2s.  6d.  This  (a)  fee  is 
also  payable  in  respect  of  cases  which,  although  not  sent 
to  the  public  vaccinator  by  the  vaccination  officer  as 
being  under  age,  are  nevertheless  vaccinated  by  him— 
generally  on  the  request  of  the  parent.  The  (b)  fee  of 
5s.  for  domiciliary  vaccination  represents  the  remuneration 
for  at  least  two  visits,  and  except  perhaps  in  the  case  of 
populous  town  districts  it  seems  a  question  whether  on 
the  average  this  is  excessive.  It  may  be  contended  that 
if  a  medical  practitioner  gets  by  law  2s.  6d.  for  the 
mere  notification  of  a  case  of  infectious  disease,  in  a  case 
where  he  will  presumably  receive  also  his  ordinary  fee  for 
the  attendance  on  the  patient,  such  a  fee  cannot  be 
deemed  too  great  when,  for  it,  the  public  vaccinator  has 
to  perform  an  operation  involving  some  expense,  and 
which  must  turn  out  successful  for  the  fee  to  be 
claimable,  and  he  gets  no  special  attendance  fee.  Also 
at  the  second  visit  for  inspection  he  has  to  apply  aseptic 
dressings  as  at  the  first  visit.  There  is.  moreover,  the 
liability  that,  as  a  result  of  accident  or  improper  domestic 
treatment  of  the  child,  he  may  be  called  upon  to  treat  the 
case,  and  to  pay  additional  visits  for  which  there  would  be 
no  special  fee.  As  regards  domiciliary  re-vaccination, 
this  Board  always  expect  that  it  will  be  performed  with 
the  same  care  and  precautions  as  a  primary  vaccination  ; 
and  the  operation  in  this  case  will  take  as  long  as  that  in  a 
primary  case.  The  Board  have  all  along  held  that  in  no 
case  should  the  (a)  fee  be  more  than  one-third  of  the  (b) 
fee.  I  put  in  a  copy  of  the  Circular  and  accompanying 
Memorandum  which  the  Board  issued  on  the  12th  Decem- 
ber, 1898,  in  which  the  Board  explained  the  mode  in  which 
the  fees  should  be  settled  as  between  the  guardians  and 
their  officers.  (See  Appendix,  No.  1.)  The  arrangement 
of  the  one  to  three  proportion  was  made  to  encourage  the 
public  vaccinator  to  aim  at  having  his  work  successful ; 
to  make  it  worth  his  while  to  endeavour  to  secure  the 
vaccination  of  children,  and  also  to  secure  that  remunera- 
tion should  depend  mainly  on  success  in  work,  and  not  on 
mere  perfunctory  and,  perhaps,  barren  visits.  As  regards 
the  (c)  fee  of  2s.  6d.,  the  work  for  which  it  is  provided  is 
in  general  performed  at  the  surgery  or  residence  of  the 
public  vaccinator,  and  under  circumstances  mostly  in 
his  favour.    This  fee  is  rarely  objected  to  by  the  officers. 

13.  Are  there  many  departures  from  this  scale  of  the 
Order  ? — There  is  a  very  large  number  of  boards  who,  so 
far  from  considering  the  scale  ample  in  any  circumstances 
(not  to  say  excessive),  have  agreed  with  their  officers  to 
largely  augment  the  fees.  As  exceptional  instances  of 
this  one  may  cite  the  Langport  Union  where  a  fee  of  19s. 
was  allowed  on  a  very  hilly  out- journey  of  about  five 
miles  ;  the  Bootle  Union  with  a  fee  of  25s.  for  a  long  and 
difficult  journey ;  and  the  Barnstaple  Union,  which 
comprises  part  of  Exmoor,  and  in  which  a  fee  of  27s. 
was  allowed  in  one  case  where  the  out-journey  extended 
to  eight  miles  over  a  difficult,  lonely,  and  bleak  track. 
Of  course,  in  every  case  the  actual  travelling  involved  is 
four  times  the  distance  of  the  journey  out. 

14.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Was  that  the  (b)  fee  ?— That  was 
the  (b)  fee. 

15.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Was  that  a  fee  for  any  special  case, 
or  for  any  number  of  special  cases  that  might  arise  within 
the  zone  ? — It  was  given  for  any  number  of  cases  that 
might  arise  either  within  the  zone  or  in  the  particular 
parishes  named. 

16.  (Chairman.)  Was  the  zone  regulated  by  mile- 
age or  by  naming  particular  parishes  ? — Sometimes  a 
parish  was  named,  sometimes  a  zone  of  a  certain  distance 
from  the  public  vaccinator's  residence.  This  distance 
was  taken  as  a  crow  line. 

17.  In  these  cases  you  say  the  guardians  agreed  with 
their  officers,  but  supposing  the  guardians  and  their 
officers  did  not  agree  ? — Article  5  (1)  of  the  Order  of  1898 


provided  that  if  the  fees  to  be  paid  under  the  Order  were  Mr.  Connliy. 

not  settled  by  the  1st  January,  1899,  they  should  be  such 

as  might  be  determined  by  the  Board.    At  that  date,  in 

a  very  large  number  of  Unions  the  fees  offered  by  the 

guardians  were  objected  to  by  some  or  all  of  the  public 

vaccinators,  and  the  task    of  endeavouring  to  reconcile 

the  conflicting  interests  of  the  parties  was  no  light  one. 

18.  On  what  principle  did  the  Board  proceed  in  the 
matter  ? — In  settling  the  fees  in  these  cases  the  Board 
were  guided  mainly  by  five  considerations.  First,  the 
extent  and  shape  of  the  district  as  affecting  the  distance 
to  be  traversed  ;  second,  the  character  of  the  country, 
whether  easy  or  hilly  or  fenny,  or  cut  up  by  water  ways,  as 
affecting  the  difficulty  of  travel  or  mode  of  conveyance; 
third,  the  he  of  the  population ;  fourth,  experience  of  the  fees 
agreed  upon  by  guardians  and  public  vaccinators  without 
the  Board's  intervention  :  fifth,  the  attitude  of  the 
guardians  in  relation  to  vaccination,  as  in  the  case  of 
hostile  boards  the  public  vaccinator's  difficulties  would 
be  increased  and  the  amenable  population  would  be 
reduced. 

19.  Did  the  Board  then  have  various  scales  of  fees  for 
these  cases  ? — Yes,  one  scale  of  fees  was  adopted  for  cases 
in  which  the  difficulties  to  be  met  were  only  physical,  as 
in  cases  1,  2,  and  3  ;  while  another  was  framed  for  case  5. 
As  to  the  first,  the  line  adopted  by  numerous  boards  of 
guardians  afforded  ample  warrant  for  the  Board  taking 
the  course  of  fixing  zones  of  different  radius  for  the  vac- 
cinators, within  which  certain  fees  should  be  payable, 
and  after  mature  consideration  the  Board  adopted  this 
scale  for  general  use,  viz. :  (a)  Is.  ;  (b)  5s.  under  three 
miles  from  public  vaccinator's  residence ;  7s.  6d.  from 
three  to  six  miles  from  the  public  vaccinator's  residence , 
10s.  over  six  miles  from  the  public  vaccinator's  residence  ; 
(c)  2s.  6d.  In  some  of  the  cases  where  the  journey  out 
was  one  of  considerably  over  six  miles — up  to  ten,  eleven, 
or  more — the  guardians  not  infrequently  proposed  a 
higher  (b)  fee  than  10s. 

20.  And  as  to  the  cases  where  guardians  were,  as  you 
say,  hostile  ? — As  to  the  Unions,  the  guardians  or  the 
local  population  of  which  were  opposed  either  actively 
or  passively  to  vaccination  the  Board  raised  the  (a)  fee 
to  the  highest  point  compatible  with  their  rule  that  this 
fee  should  not  exceed  one-third  of  the  corresponding,  (b) 
fee,  viz.,  to  Is.  8d.  ;  and  this  was  fixed  if  necessary  for 
the  whole  Union.  If,  however,  only  a  part  of  the  popu- 
lation was  notoriously  in  opposition  the  higher  fee  was 
fixed  only  for  such  part,  the  remainder  of  the  scale  was  as 
last  given.  This  "  opposition  "  scale  was  fixed  in  about 
twenty-five  cases. 

21.  Now,  as  regards  the  vaccination  officers — they  also 
are  paid  by  fees  ? — They  are,  except  in  some  few  cases  of 
old  officers.  At  first  the  practice  was  to  pay  them  by 
salary.  These  officials  are  technically  officers,  and  pro- 
bably the  old  arrangement  was  made  on  the  analogy  of  the 
course  adopted  in  the  case  of  other  officers  of  the  guardians. 

22.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  That  is,  they  are  entitled  to  super- 
annuation and  cannot  be  dismissed  by  the  guardians 
without  the  consent  of  the  Local  Government  Board  ?— 
That  is  so. 

23.  (Chairman.)  Why  was  the  change  made  ? — At  an 
early  date  it  was  seen  that  this  method  of  payment  did  not 
secure  the  best  results  in  all  cases.  Certain  guardians  were 
quite  content  to  pay  a  small  salary  to  officers  who  were 
willing  to  do  no  more  than  their  guardians  wished — and 
the  salary  system  proved  particularly  ineffective  where  a 
new  officer  took  over  any  large  accumulation  of  arrears, 
which,  the  older  they  are,  present  increasing  difficulties. 
Under  the  fee  system  the  officer — who  is  paid  according  to 
the  number  of  successful  vaccinations  registered— has  a 
direct  pecuniary  incentive  to  secure  the  highest  possible 
results,  and  specially  is  he  moved  to  activity  in  neighbour- 
hoods where  the  population  is  migratory,  and  any  undue 
delay  in  looking  up  a  case  may  cause  the  loss  of  a  fee 
through  the  parent  moving  out  of  the  district  and  becom* 
ing  lost  to  him.  Moreover,  this  plan  works  well  in  cases 
of  arrears,  and  also  when  smallpox  becomes  epidemic  when 
it  is  to  the  interest  of  the  officer  to  discover  unvaccinated 
children.  In  the  latter  case  an  energetic  officer  will  fre- 
quently be  well  paid  for  the  additional  work  done  by  his 
increased  income  from  the   additional  vaccinations  he 
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Mr.  Conolly.  24.  When  was  the  change  made  ? — It  began  to  be  made 
about  1876,  and  in  1880  it  was  decided  to  adopt  it  in  the 
case  of  all  new  officers. 

25.  On  what  principle  were  the  vaccination  officers' 
fees  fixed  under  the  1898  Order  ?— The  fees  provided  for 
vaccination  officers  by  the  Order  of  1898  were  arranged  on 
the  same  principle  as  that  adopted  for  public  vaccinators, 
viz.,  one  fee  in  recognition  of  the  clerical  work,  and  another 
in  respect  of  the  work  directly  leading  up  to  the  successful 
result,  and  as  between  the  two  fees  the  former  was  not  to 
exceed  one-third  of  the  latter.  The  fees  prescribed  by 
Article  20  of  the  Order  as  the  minimum  represented  fairl  y 
well  the  remuneration  that  had  been  approved  in  a  large 
number  of  cases.  These  fees  are  as  follows : — (a)  A  pay- 
ment of  not  less  than  threepence  in  respect  of  each 
child  entered  on  the  Birth  Lists  sent  to  him  after  the 
31st  day  of  December,  1898,  by  the  Registrar  of  Births 
and  Deaths ;  (b)  A  payment  of  not  less  than  ninepence 
in  respect  of  the  registration  by  him  after  the  same  date 
in  his  Vaccination  Register  of  the  successful  vaccination 
of  any  child  born  in  his  district ;  and  (c)  A  payment  of 
not  less  than  ninepence  in  respect  of  the  transmission  by 
him  after  the  same  date  to  the  vaccination  officer  of  the 
district  where  the  birth  was  registered  of  a  copy, 
certified  by  him,  of  the  certificate  of  successful  vaccina- 
tion in  his"  district  of  any  child  not  born  in  the  district, 
a  note  of  which  he  shall  have  entered  in  column  17  of  his 
Report  Book. 

26.  Then,  in  the  case  of  these  officers  the  birth  fee  was 
not  new  ? — Not  exactly  new,  but  it  had  not  been  com- 
monly adopted.  As  already  indicated,  the  delay  of  the 
Royal  Commission  in  issuing  a  final  Report  had  conduced 
in  many  cases  to  a  great  decline  in  vaccination,  the  result  of 
the  failure  or  refusal  of  the  guardians  to  institute  or  autho- 
rise proceedings  against  defaulters,  pending  the  issue  of 
the  final  Report.  The  consequence  was  that  many  vacci- 
nation officers  found  their  incomes  from  the  fees  in  respect 
of  successful  vaccinations  seriously  diminished,  although 
the  clerical  work  still  had  to  be  done  and  the  vaccination 
officer  was  still  under  the  obligation  to  do  all  in  his  power 
as  then  recognised  to  secure  the  vaccination  of  children, 
short  of  actually  taking  legal  proceedings.  Again,  in  some 
unions  professedly  opposed  to  vaccination  it  was  difficult, 
if  not  impossible,  to  obtain  candidates  for  the  office  of 
vaccination  officer  when  it  was  known  that  while  there  was 
much  work  to  be  done  the  only  means  of  earning  remune- 
ration had  practically  disappeared.  It  was  to  meet  such 
difficulties  that  the  Board  decided  upon  the  allowance  to 
the  vaccination  officer  for  the  clerical  work  devolving 
on  him  of  a  fee  in  respect  of  each  birth  registered  within 
his  district. 

27.  Have  guardians  in  many  cases  given  vaccination 
officers  fees  in  excess  of  the  scale  of  the  Order  ? — In  very 
many  cases  the  guardians  recognised  that  special  circum- 
stances existed  which  called  for  the  allowance  of  fees 
higher  than  the  minimum  ;  and  I  put  in  a  short  state- 
ment {see  Appendix,  No.  II.)  showing,  as  regards  only 
those  unions  where  the  guardians  have  kept  strictly  to 
fees  on  the  set  proportion  of  one  to  three,  in  what  a  large 
number  of  cases  much  higher  fees  have  been  given. 
This  is  by  no  means  complete ;  it  is  only  a  small 
excerpt ;  if  desired,  I  could  put  in  a  complete  statement 
'  for  the  whole  of  the  vaccination  officers,  showing  every 
individual  scale  that  has  been  approved.  These 
scales  are  3d. — 9d.,  4d. — Is.,  and  so  on  ;  but  in  many 
cases  we  have  3d. — Is.,  3d. — Is.  3d.,  4d. — Is.  2d.,  and 
scales  of  that  kind.  For  one  thing,  this  statement  shows 
that  in  only  166  complete  unions,  and  in  twenty-three 
parts  of  unions,  are  the  minimum  fees  of  the  Order  given — 
that  is,  in  but  little  more  than  one-fourth  of  the  total — 
while  in  nearly  the  same  number,  viz.,  145  whole  unions 
and  nineteen  parts  of  unions  the  fees  paid  are  exactly 
double  the  minimum.  The  statement  could  be  easily 
enlarged.  Many  of  the  guardians,  while  keeping  down  the 
birth  fee,  give  a  certificate  fee  much  larger  than  three 
times  that  fee. 

28.  Vaccination  officers  are  in  many  cases  also  registrars 
of  births,  are  they  not  ? — Yes,  very  frequently  they  are  the 
registrars  of  births  and  deaths. 

29.  Have  the  duties  of  the  vaccination  officer  been  much 
affected  under  the  new  conditions  ? — They  have  been 
greatly  increased,  and  particular  importance  is  attached  by 
the  Board  to  his  due  performance  of  his  duties  under 


Article  6  (a)  of  the  Instructions  to  Vaccination  Officers  in 
the  Fourth  Schedule  to  the  Order  to  make  personal  in- 
quiries in  each  case  before  sending  to  the  public  vaccina- 
tors the  names  of  children  in  respect  of  whom  the  offer  of 
vaccination  is  to  be  made  at  the  child's  home. 

30.  Now,  as  regards  the  remuneration  of  any  assistants 
to  the  officers  ? — No  special  remark  is  needed  as  regards 
assistants.  As  a  rule,  where  an  increased  number  of 
deputy  public  vaccinators  is  required,  the  approved  fees 
would  be  charged  by  the  public  vaccinator,  who  would 
make  his  arrangements  with  his  deputies  ;  and  temporary 
assistants  to  the  vaccination  officer  would  be  paid  such 
remuneration  as  the  guardians  agreed,  subject  to  the 
Board's  approval,  in  cases  where  the  extra  help  was 
required  for  more  than  six  weeks. 

31.  You  have  referred  to  the  separate  expenses  of  the 
officers — their  legal  expenses  and  postages.  What  have 
you  to  say  as  to  these  ? — In  the  case  of  vaccination  officers 
working  actively  in  a  district  the  population  of  which  is 
opposed  or  indifferent  to  vaccination,  an  important  item  in 
their  expenses  is  the  cost  of  the  legal  proceedings  they  may 
find  it  necessary  to  take  against  parents  who  refuse  or 
neglect  to  have  their  children  vaccinated.  Under  Article 
29  (1)  of  the  Order,  it  devolves  upon  the  guardians  to  pay 
the  reasonable  costs  and  expenses  incurred  by  the  vaccina- 
tion officer  in  any  proceedings  taken  by  him  to  enforce  the 
provisions  of  the  Acts,  including  the  reasonable  costs  of 
obtaining  any  necessary  legal  assistance  in  connection  with 
the  institution  and  conduct  of  such  proceedings.  In  some 
cases  serious  differences  have  arisen  between  guardians  and 
their  officers  on  the  question  of  the  payment  of  the  latter's 
bills  on  this  account,  and  occasionally  the  guardians  have 
refused  to  pay  the  bills  on  the  ground  that  the  proceedings 
were  against  their  wish  or  that  legal  assistance  had  been 
employed  to  an  unnecessary  extent.  The  first-named 
ground  is  untenable,  as  it  has  now  been  decisively  settled 
by  the  High  Court  in  the  case  of  Moore  v.  Keyte  (in 
which  the  Leicester  Guardians  were  concerned)  that  it 
is  the  duty  of  the  vaccination  officer  to  see  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Acts  are  observed,  and  to  take  proceedings  if 
those  provisions  are  not  observed.  Any  direction  of  the 
guardians,  or  expression  of  their  opinion,  that  such  pro- 
ceedings should  not  be  taken,  is,  therefore,  strictly  value- 
less. 

32.  And  as  regards  the  other  ground  ? — The  Board 
have  always  held  that  in  their  opinion  a  vaccination 
officer  may  properly  employ  a  solicitor  to  assist  him  in 
instituting  and  conducting  such  legal  proceedings  as  in 
that  capacity  it  is  his  duty  to  take  ;  but  the  reasonable- 
ness of  the  costs  which  may  be  incurred  is  not  primarily  a 
matter  for  the  Board's  consideration,  and  the  Board  have 
refrained  from  advising  vaccination  officers  as  to  the 
extent  or  character  of  the  legal  assistance  which  might  be 
proper  in  any  individual  case.  A  case  is  now  pending  in 
which  guardians  have  refused  to  pay  a  vaccination  officer 
his  costs,  and  he  is  proceeding  for  recovery  against 
them  by  mandamus  in  the  High  Court.  In  a  few  cases 
vaccination  officers  have  been  successful  against  theii 
guardians  in  County  Court  proceedings  for  recovery,  as  at 
Derby  and  Eastbourne. 

33.  And  as  to  postages  ? — The  vaccination  officer's  ex- 
penses for  postages  are  often  heavy  ;  but  it  is  a  matter 
for  agreement  between  him  and  the  guardians  at  the  time 
of  his  appointment  whether  he  or  they  shall  pay  them. 

34.  Now  we  come  to  the  miscellaneous  items — Rent  ? — 
Under  ordinary  circumstances  the  old  regular  charges  for 
rent  of  stations  have  now  disappeared,  and  such  charges 
now  accrue  only  when  with  smallpox  present  or  imminent 
the  call  for  vaccination  and  re-vaccination  becomes  so  great 
that  the  number  of  applicants  cannot  be  satisfactorily 
dealt  with  in  the  ordinary  way  ;  and  on  grounds  both  of 
convenience  to  all  parties  concerned  and  of  public  economy 
it  becomes  expedient  to  open  stations  at  which  the  appli- 
cants may  attend  at  stated  times.  For  the  successful 
operations  performed  at  these  stations  the  lower  "  else- 
where "  fee  is  paid. 

35.  And  as  to  lymph  ? — Charges  for  vaccine  lymph  also 
can  now  only  be  of  exceptional  occurrence,  looking  to  the 
Board's  arrangements  for  the  gratuitous  supply  of  this  to 
all  public  vaccinators  ;  and  if  any  public  vaccinator 
wishes  to  use  lymph  other  than  that  of  the  Board's  manu- 
facture he  must  provide  it  at  his  own  cost.- 
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37.  I  take  it  that  these  arrangements  all  relate  to  the 
cases  of  vaccination  ordinarily  occurring  ? — -That  is  so. 

38.  Are  there  any  extraordinary  arrangements  ?— 
Other  special  cases  might  arise  in  the  cases  of  casual 
paupers,  factory  hands,  school  children,  inmates  of  asy- 
lums, etc.,  and  these  have  to  be  specially  treated.  In  the 
case  of  casuals  who  stay  in  the  workhouse  only  for  a  night 
or  two  and  who  therefore  are  not  available  for  examination 
in  due  course  by  the  officer  who  vaccinates  them,  the 
guardians  are  empowered  by  Section  28  of  the  Act  of  1867 
to  pay  a  fee  for  the  vaccination.  That  Section  provides 
that— 

"  The  guardians  of  any  union  or  parish  may  pay  out 
of  their  funds  all  reasonable  expenses  incurred  by 
them  in  causing  notices  to  be  printed  and  circu- 
lated as  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  and  in  and 
about  inquiries  and  reports  as  to  the  state  of  small- 
pox or  vaccination  in  their  union  or  parish,  and — " 
(this  is  the  provision  which  is  particularly  applicable) 

"  In  taking  measures  to  prevent  the  spread  of  small- 
pox and  to  promote  vaccination  upon  any  actual 
or  expected  outbreak  of  that  disease  therein." 
The  cases  of  factory  employees  and  school  children  often 
present  a  difficulty,  arising  from  the  fact  that  they  reside 
in  a  district  different  from  that  in  which  they  may  be  most 
conveniently  vaccinated,  and  in  these  cases  special  sanc- 
tion has  on  the  application  of  the  guardians  been  given  by 
the  Board  to  the  payment  of  special  remuneration  to  the 
public  vaccinators  employed.  In  the  case  of  asylums  and 
other  such  institutions  where  a  public  vaccinator  may  be 
called  upon  to  vaccinate  or  re-vaccinate  a  large  number  of 
inmates  at  one  time  the  conditions  are  somewhat  similar 
in  this  respect  to  those  which  obtained  under  the  old 
stational  system,  and  the  Board  have  suggested  in  such 
cases  that,  by  agreement  with  the  officer,  payment  should 
be  made  at  a  special  rate. 

39.  Let  us  now  take  up  another  matter.  Is  not  the  ques- 
tion of  the  cost  of  vaccination  considerably  affected  by  the 
age  at  which  re- vaccination  may  be  performed  at  the  public 
expense  ? — It  is.  There  is  not  in  England  any  legal  re- 
quirement of  re- vaccination,  and  all  re- vaccinations  done 
are  voluntary  on  the  part  of  the  individual.  Under  the 
Regulations  issued  by  the  Privy  Council  in  February,  1868, 
pursuant  to  the  Act  of  1867,  the  limit  of  age  below  which 
public  re-vaccination  might  not  be  performed  was  fifteen 
years,  or  during  any  immediate  danger  of  smallpox 
twelve  years,  and  the  person  might  not  previously  have 
been  successfully  re-vaccinated.  Twenty  years  later  the 
Local  Government  Board  lowered  these  ages  to  twelve 
years  and  ten  years  respectively  with  the  same  accom- 
panying stipulation,  but  they  provided  that  if,  in  the  case 
of  workhouse  children,  the  public  vaccinator  deemed  the 
primary  vaccination  of  any  child  to  be  inadequate  he 
might  re-vaccinate  the  child,  although  under  the  pre- 
scribed age,  if  it  had  not  already  been  successfully  re- 
vaccinated.  Under  the  present  order  any  person  of 
or  over  the  age  of  ten  years  who  has  not  been  previously 
re-vaccinated  within  a  period  of  ten  years  may  claim  to  be 
re-vaccinated  by  the  public  vaccinator,  and  as  the  popula- 
tion thus  eligible  for  re-vaccination  is  so  much  larger  than 
that  ordinarily  furnishing  cases  for  primary  vaccination, 
the  cost  of  re-vaccination  goes  up  greatly  whenever  small- 
pox threatens. 

40.  The  age  for  re-vaccination  has  already  gradually 
been  lowered.  Has  any  proposal  been  made  to  lower  it  still 
further  ? — Several  applications  have  been  made  to  the 
Board  to  sanction  tin  performance  of  re-vaccination  of 
children  of  much  younger  age  than  the  present  minimum  ; 
but,  except  in  very  special  circumstances,  the  Board  have 
declined  to  entertain  these  applications.  In  general  the 
Board  have  taken  the  view  that,  if  the  primary  vaccina- 
tion was  efficiently  done,  re- vaccination  before  the  age  of 
ten  years  is  not  ordinarily  requisite,  and  if  the  inefficiency 
of  the  primary  vaccination  is  in  any  way  the  fault  of  the 
parent  (for  instance,  in  having  gone  to  a  practitioner  who 
makes  but  one  mark)  there  is  no  good  reason  why  the  cost 
of  remedying  the  initial  defect  should  not  be  borne  by  the 
parent  rather  than  by  the  rates. 

41.  Now  can  you  give  us  some  particulars  of  the 
guardians'  dissatisfaction  with  the  increased  cost  ? — The 
new  Order  had  scarcely  had  time  to  operate  when  several 


representations  were  made  to  the  Board  as  to  the  ex-  .]/,-.  Conolly. 

cessive  payments  involved.    Birmingham  and  some  few 

more  unions  indeed  took  exception  to  the  fees  before  the 

Order  came  into  force.    In  the  very  first  quarter  of  1899 

the  rise  in  payments,  especially  to  public  vaccinators,  was 

most  marked.    At  Walsall,  for  example,  the  total  cost  of 

vaccination  for  the  whole  of  1898  was  £67  2s.  Id.,  whereas 

in  the  first  quarter  of  1899  it  was  £295  10s.  lid.  In 

Birmingham, during  the  threeyears  ended  Lady  Day,  1898, 

the  public  vaccinators'  fees  had  been  falling  :  in  these 

years  they  were  respectively  £365,  £355  and  £340  ;  but 

with  the  influence  of  the  Order  during  one  quarter  only 

they  were  £504  lis.  4d.  for  the  year  to  Lady  Day,  1899, 

while  the  Accounts  for  the  first  full  year  (to  Lady  Day, 

1900)  amounted  to  £1,149  14s.    South  Shields  also,  after 

waiting  a  twelvemonth,  showed  that  the  public  vaccinators 

fees,  which  in  1897  were  £105  9s.  and  in  1898  were  £106  8s., 

were  quintupled  in  1899  (£545  10s.).    And  there  were 

many  other  examples.  •  In  some  cases  information  was 

given  as  to  the  result  in  raising  the  total  of  the  vaccination 

officers'  fees,  and  this  also  was  well  marked,  though  not 

so  much  so  as  in  the  case  of  the  public  vaccinators. 

42.  Were  these  representations  checked  in  any  way  ? — 
They  were.  It  was  to  be  expected  that  the  total  of  the 
Fees  Account  would  be  largely  increased  :  but  the  pro- 
portionate increase  was  in  some  cases  exaggerated.  On  a 
close  examination  of  some  cases  where  the  guardians 
professed  to  compare  the  cost  per  head,  it  was  found  that 
the  previous  cost  had  been  understated,  while  in  others  no 
credit  whatever  was  given  for  the  great  increase  in  the 
public  vaccinators'  work,  or  in  the  number  of  persons 
vaccinated.  In  one  case  indeed  the  result  was  a  little 
curious.  For  Keighley  Union,  which  has  always  held  a 
prominent  place  in  opposition,  the  data  showed  that  while 
during  the  four  years  to  1st  January,  1899,  the  cost  of 
vaccination  was  lis.  5d.  per  head,  this  cost  actually 
dropped  during  the  next  four  years  to  10s.  5d.  per  head. 

43.  The  cost  per  head  was,  of  course,  a  material  con- 
sideration ? — It  was  ;  and  it  is  to  be  observed  that  a 
great  deal  of  the  work  done  in  1899  and  part  of  1900 
was  really  deferred  work,  which  should  have  been  done 
in  due  course,  and,  indeed,  it  may  be  inferred  that  a 
great  deal,  if  not  the  whole,  of  it  would  have  been  so 
done  if  the  proceedings  of  the  Royal  Commission  had 
been  concluded  earlier.  To  this  extent  any  action  or 
inaction  of  the  guardians  tending  to  hinder  vaccination 
brought  about  its  own  result  in  an  unequal  incidence 
of  the  cost,  and  the  laying  on  the  present  ratepayers  of  a 
burden  which  should  have  been  discharged  in  past  years. 

44.  Have  you  formed  any  estimate  of  the  relptive 
cost  per  head  now  and  formerly  ? — The  information  to 
hand  is  very  defective,  but  I  think  that  it  may  safely  be 
taken  that  the  present  cost  is  on  the  average  from  two 
and  a-half  to  three  times  the  former  cost.  We  shall  be 
having  a  new  Return  in  presently,  and  that  will  give 
the  first  information  on  which  we  shall  be  able  to  form 
a  valuable  opinion. 

45.  What  was  the  result  of  the  Board's  consideration  of 
the  various  representations  V — The  Board  regarded  this 
disturbing  cause  as  of  only  a  temporary  character  ;  and 
so  they  decided  at  an  early  date  to  allow  it  to  work  itself 
out  before  dealing  further  with  the  new  fees.  Scarcely, 
however,  had  there  been  time  for  this  when,  in  the  autumn 
of  1901,  smallpox  broke  out  in  London,  and  created  a 
scare  which  led  to  an  enormous  increa  ;c  in  the  number  of 
applicants  for  vaccination  and  re-vaccination.  The  con- 
sequence was  that  the  agitation  against  the  fees,  which 
had  slackened  off  towards  the  end  of  1900,  was  renewed, 
and  there  was  a  fresh  influx  of  resolutions  and  memorials 
from  Boards  of  Guardians  urging  a  reduction  of  the  fees. 

46.  What  was  the  general  result  of  this  deferred  vac- 
cination and  the  epidemic  in  regard  to  the  cost  of  public 
vaccination  ? — An  enormous  increase  in  the  actual  ex- 
penditure. I  have  already  touched  upon  the  fact  that 
the  aggregate  expenditure,  which  to  Lady  Day,  1872,  was 
£112,942,  had  by  1899  dwindled  down  to  £72,665,  but  in 
the  three  full  years  immediately  following  the  Act  had 
leaped  up  to  £237,527,  £233,512  and  £270.628. 

47.  That  was  for  England  ?— For  England  and  Wales. 

48.  It  has  nothing  to  do  with  Scotland  or  Ireland  ?  — 
Nothing  whatever.  In  the  year  to  Michaelmas,  1871,  the 
number  of  persons  vaccinated  and  ie- vaccinated  at  the 
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HI>  .  Conolly.  costof  the  rates  was  693,104;  in  that  to  Michaelmas.  1898. 

it  was  303,982.  This  gives  rates  per  head  of  3s.  3d.  for 
1871-2  and  4s.  9d.  for  1898-9.  This  calculation  is  not 
satisfactory,  and  I  simply  offer  it  to  you  at  the  moment 
for  want  of  the  better  data  which  we  shall  presently  have. 
You  see  there  is  a  want  of  correspondence  between  the 
two  periods.  The  number  of  persons  vaccinated  is  cal- 
culated for  years  to  Michaelmas,  whereas  the  expenditure 
is  calculated  for  years  to  Lady  Day  ;  and  as  it  happens 
that  creates  a  very  marked  difference,  in  consequence  of 
„  the  epidemic  of  smallpox  recently.  The  number  of 
vaccinations  and  re-vaccinations  to  Michaelmas,  1901, 
was  468.954,  which  on  the  cost  to  Lady  Day  1902,  gives 
lis.  6d.  per  head.  The  next  year  contains  the  main 
results  of  the  London  epidemic,  and  to  Michaelmas,  1902, 
the  number  of  public  vaccinations  and  re-vaccinations 
was  1,647,946.  What  the  total  cost  of  this  has  been  I 
cannot  say.  a.  the  statistics  are  not  yet  to  hand.  It  will 
probably  not  be  as  great  as  might  be  supposed  from 
mere  proportion  of  the  numbers,  as  so  much  of  it  was  re- 
vaccination  which  would  be  paid  for  at  the  lower  rate, 
and  also  as  the  Metropolis  was  mainly  affected,  and  in 
no  fewer  than  eleven  out  of  the  thirty-one  Unions 
stations  were,  at  the  Board's  instance  or  with  their  con- 
sent, opened  at  which  not  only  was  re-vaccination  largely 
performed  but  also  primary  vaccination  of  both  adults 
and  children  over  one  year  of  age.  In  this  way  an  en- 
deavour was  made  by  the  Board  to  keep  down  the  cost. 

49.  Bid  the  public  vaccinators  ?t  these  stations  receive 
the  fee  as  if  they  visited  ? — No.  they  would  receive  the 
lower  fee,  the  "  elsewhere  "  fee.  In  these  cases  the  fee  had 
to  be  agreed  between  the  public  vaccinators  and  the  guar- 
dians and  assented  to  by  the  Board;  but  the  fee  which  was 
usually  adopted  in  these  cases  was  the  '  elsewhere  "  fee 
of  2s.  6d. 

50.  (Mr.  Litliih;:).  Did  any  metropolitan  Union  refuse 
to  open  a  station  when  the  Board  suggested  they  should  do 
%o  ? — Yes,  there  was  one — St.  Pancras. 

51.  (Chairman).  On  the  grounds  of  expense  ? — No. 
The  assigned  ground  was  the  action  of  the  Legislature  in 
abolishing  stational  vaccination ;  but  the  apparent 
ground  was  the  guardians'  general  opposition  to  vaccina- 
tion. 

52.  (Mr.  Lithiby).  In  places  where  stations  were  opened 
the  expense  was  diminished,  was  it  not  ? — Unquestion- 
ably, it  was  reduced  to  at  least  one-half,  and  in  some  cases 
to  less  than  half. 

53.  Therefore  in  opposing  the  Board  in  that  case  St. 
Pancras  was  acting  contrary  to  the  interests  of  Uieir  rate- 
payers ? — Directly  in  opposition  to  their  pecuniary 
Interests. 

54.  And  eventually  the  Board  issued  an  Order  requiring 
-them  to  open  a  station  ? — They  did. 

55.  (Chairman)}.  Has  the  Board  power  to  do  that  ?— 
Yes,  under  Section  7  of  the  Act  of  1898. 

56.  (Mr.  Vallance).  Under  the  exigencies  of  the 
epidemic  ? — Yes. 

57.  (Chairman).  How  about  the  cost  of  the  extension 
of  the  epidemic  to  the  provinces  ? — Ther**  also  the 
Board  adopted  the  same  policy  of  urging  the  opening 
.of  vaccination  stations,  and  I  have  already  shown  that 

in  the  special  cases  of  public  institutions  the  Board 
suggested  the  propriety  of  special  fees  for  what  may 
be  called  "  re-vaccination  in  quantity."  But  beyond 
that  the  Board  in  numerous  instances  suggested  a  plan 
for  reduced  fees  in  cases  of  domiciliary  re-vaccination 
in  private  houses.  They  have  written  in  this  sense 
— -that  where  the  public  vaccinator  performs  on  a  given 
visit  to  a  home  only  one  re-vaccination  he  should, 
as  the  time  and  trouble  expended  by  him  would  be 
the  same  in  both  cases,  be  paid  the  same  fee  as  would  be 
payable  in  the  case  of  a  primary  vaccination  so  performed. 
.  If,  however,  on  any  one  occasion  he  performs  more  than 
one  re-vaccination  at  the  same  place  (and  it  is  the  Board's 
experience  that  on  the  outbreak  or  expectation  of  small- 
pox several  persons  are  commonly  re-vaccinated  at  one  and 
the  same  time  in  a  household)  they  think  that  he  should 
receive  the  ordinary  fee  for  the  first  re-vaccination,  but 
that  it  would  be  proper  if.  for  each  of  such  subsequent  re- 
vaccinations,  he  were  paid  a  fee  of  2s.  6d.  only.  It  should 
be  an  understanding  that  if  more  than  one  re- vaccination 
were  required  to  be  done  in  one  household  they  should,  if 


possible,  be  all  done  at  the  same  visit ;  and  where  in  any 
oase  this  was  not  practicable,  it  would  be  for  the  public 
vaccinator  to  shew  that  he  had  used  his  best  endeavours  to 
achieve  this  result.  I  put  in  a  memorandum  with  regard 
to  the  memorials  received  by  the  Board  suggesting  altera- 
tions in  the  Vaccination  Acts  and  Orders  with  a  view  to 
relieving  the  poor  rates  to  some  extent  of  the  present 
charges.    (See  Appendix,  No.  III.) 

58.  (Mr.  Vallance).  The  smallpox  epidemic  was  in  the 
autumn  of  1901,  was  it  not  ? — It  began  in  London  in  the 
autumn  of  1901.  The  first  signs  of  it  were  apparent  per- 
haps in  the  middle  of  the  year,  but  it  really  began  about  the 
autumn  of  1901. 

59.  And  the  Act  of  1898  came  into  force  on  the  1st 
January,  1899  ? — That  is  so. 

60.  And  therefore  the  first  fees  payable  would  be  in  April 
of  1899  ?— Yes,  in  the  half-year  to  Michaelmas,  1899. 
They  would  not  greatly  affect  the  accounts  in  all  proba- 
bility to  Lady  Day,  1899,  but  the  charges  would  be  incurred 
in  that  quarter. 

61.  The  charges  of  the  Lady  fay  quarter  would  be  paid 
during  the  June  quarter  ? — Yes. 

62.  Well,  now  as  to  the  increase  which  took  place  in 
the  expenses — you  say  "  the  fees  and  expenses  which  had 
dropped  in  the  year  to  Lady  Day,  1899,  to  £72,665  rose 
suddenly  in  the  following  year  to  £237,527  ?  " — Yes. 

63. -  Would  the  figure  for  1901  be  affected  in  any  way  by 
the  smallpox  epidemic,  do  you  think  ? — Up  to  Lady  Day, 
1901,  it  could  not. 

64.  These  are  the  fees,  the  increased  fees.  Did  you  give 
us  the  actual  numbers  returned  as  vaccinated  in  those  re- 
spective years  ? — No,  but  I  can  do  so.  The  number  of 
public  vaccinations  and  re -vaccinations  to  Michaelmas. 
1901,  was  468,954. 

65.  From  Michaelmas,  1900  ?— Yes.  I  can  give  you  the 
total  number  of  public  vaccinations  and  re -vaccinations 
in  the  three  years  prior  to  the  Act  and  the  three  years 
following  the  Act. 

66.  That  would  be  interesting — would  you  please  give 
them  to  us  ? — I  may  remind  you  that  the  numbers 
vaccinated  are  the  numbers  up  to  Michaelmas,  whereas 
the  cost,  according  to  the  information  we  have,  includes 
the  payments  up  to  Lady  Uay.  For  the  year  to 
Michaelmas,  1896,  the  total  number  of  vaccinations  and 
re-vaccinations  was  393,985 ;  to  Michaelmas,  1897. 
316,199  ;  to  Michaelmas,  1898,  303,982  ;  to  Michaelmas, 
1899,  411,709  ;  to  Michaelmas,  1900.  475,673  ;  to  Michael- 
mas. 1901,  468,954  :  to  Michaelmas.  1902,  1,647,946. 

67.  Do  you  deduce,  Mr.  Conolly,  from  these  figures 
generally  that  the  change  of  legislation — the  substitution 
of  domiciliary  for  stational  vaccination — was  a  strong 
factor  in  this  increase  ? — Certainly  ;  especially  when  taken 
with  that  other  great  factor,  the  change  in  lymph.  The 
number  of  cases  vaccinated  had  dwindled  from  over  57 
per  cent,  to  28  per  cent.,  whereas  here  in  the  very  first 
year  (at  least  it  is  three  quarters  of  a  year)  up  to  Michael- 
mas, there  is  a  sudden  jump  of  almost  108,000— con- 
siderably more  than  one-third. 

68.  There  was  no  sign  of  smallpox  then  at  all  ? — Noj 

69.  Then  the  1902  figures  are  clearly  traceable  to  the 
pressure  of  the  epidemic  ? — Yes,  in  London  and  those 
places  which  feared  infection  from  London.  There  you 
see,  as  compared  with  1898,  the  last  year  of  inactivity,  the 
number  is  over  five  times  as  great. 

70.  The  public  vaccinators  have  always  been  con- 
tractors, have  they  not  ?— Always. 

71.  And  there  is  no  provision  under  the  contract  where- 
by the  public  vaccinator  is  protected  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  from  the  discontinuance  of  his  contract  ? — 
There  is  not. 

72.  Assuming  the  contract  system  to  be  continued, 
or  at  all  events  a  fee  system  to  be  continued,  would 
it  in  your  judgment  be  fair  and  reasonable  that 
public  vaccinators  should  be  placed  in  the  same  category 
as  vaccination  officers  and  given  a  permanent  tenure  of 
office  ? — That  is  a  question  on  a  matter  which,  I  venture 
to  suggest,  is  scarcely  an  administrative  one  at  the 
moment. 

73.  Under  the  Act  of  1867  there  was  a  provision,  not 
only  for  a  minimum  fee,  but  for  a  minimum  fee  within 
the  distance  of  a  mile  ? — Yes. 
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74.  And  for  a  further  minimum  fee  for  under  two  miles 
and  a  third  fee  beyond  two  miles  ? — Yes. 

75.  Under  the  Act  of  1898  there  is  no  provision  of  that 
kind  as  regards  distance?— None  whatever — in  the  Act. 

76.  Nor  in  the  Order  ? — Not  expressly  in  the  Order. 

77.  And  therefore  it  is  left  with  the  guardians  to  deter- 
mine the  fee  at  present,  subject  to  the  minimum  and 
having  regard  to  the  closeness  of  the  population  or  the 
distances  the  public  vaccinator  would  have  to  travel? — 
Yes,  they  are  at  perfect  liberty  to  come  to  agreement 
between  themselves  on  any  ground  they  like.  Of  course 
the  contract  has  to  be  approved  by  the  Board  and  the 
contract  embodies  the  terms  of  payment. 

78.  Jn  regard  to  the  5s.  fee,  two  urban  districts  may  be 
entirely  dissimilar.  A  public  vaccinator  may  in  one  dis- 
trict be  able  to  carry  out  his  work  at  a  much  less  cost  of 
time  and  labour  than  in  another  district  apparently  the 
same.  I  will  just  explain  what  is  in  my  mind.  You  get 
one  urban  district  where  there  is  a  large  cottage  population 
mingled  with  factories,  public  buildings  or  business  pre- 
mises. In  another  you  get  artisans'  dwellings,  where  a 
public  vaccinator  has  to  climb  up  several  floors  to  get  to 
his  patients  ;  so  that  there  may  be  urban  districts  similar 
in  character  but  utterly  dissimilar  as  regards  time  and 
labour  to  be  bestowed  ? — That  may  well  be  as  you 
describe. 

79.  If  there  is  such  a  difference  in  the  character  of  an 
urban  district  and  a  country  district,  would  it  appear  to 
you  to  be  reasonable  that  there  should  be  a  difference  in 
the  minimum  fee  provided  ? — It  is  open  to  guardians  at 
the  present  time  to  increase  the  minimum  fee  in  respect 
of  the  increased  difficulties  of  the  district  to  any  extent 
they  agree  upon,  subject  to  the  Board's  approval,  and 
that  has  been  frequently  done.  They  do,  in  many  cases, 
give  much  higher  fees  in  the  country. 

80.  With  regard  to  the  administration,  if  I  understand 
rightly,  the  vaccination  officer  receives  from  the  registrar 
of  births  and  deaths  a  list  of  births  (with  certain 
exceptions)  monthly  ? — He  receives  a  list  of  all  births 
monthly,  and  he  marks  off  those  who  have  died  or  left  the 
district. 

81.  Yes,  you  are  speaking  of  the  list  which  he  sends 
to  the  public  vaccinator  ? — No,  I  am  speaking  of  the  list 
which  he  receives  from  the  registrar.  He  marks  off  those 
who  have  died  within  four  months. 

82.  Preparatory  to  sending  in  his  list  to  the  public 
vaccinator — so  that  the  list  which  the  public  vacci- 
nator receives  is  a  list  complete  to  four  months  after 
date  ? — To  four  months  and  a  week. 

83.  So  that  the  public  vaccinator  has  not  to  wade 
through  the  birth-sheets  and  mark  them  off  himself  ? — No. 

84.  With  regard  to  the  aseptic  precautions  which  are 
taken — are  these  not  precautions  which  have  always 
been  taken  by  careful  practitioners  ? — They  were  not 
required  before — now  they  are  absolutely  obligatory, 
and  if  the  public  vaccinators  do  not  observe  them,  they 
are  very  seriously  taken  to  task. 

85.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  in  practice  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  require  to  have  some  information  before 
them  in  regard  to  the  payments  which  are  made  by  public 
vaccinators  to  their  assistants  or  deputies  ? — It  is  not 
essential. 

86.  Do  the  Local  Government  Board  ask  for  that 
information  at  times  ? — Not  as  between  a  public  vacci- 
nator and  his  deputy.  The  complete  responsibility  of 
the  arrangements  still  rests  with  him,  subject  to  this,  that 
the  deputy  must  be  duly  qualified — and  be  approved  by 
the  guardians. 

87.  Is  it  a  question  which  you  would  answer — as  to 
whether  it  would  appear  to  be  essentially  necessary  that 
re-vaccination  should  be  domiciliary  ?— It  is  not  yet,  I 
think,  an  administrative  question. 

88.  (Mr.  Lithiby).  Sec  tion  6  of  the  Vaccination  Act,  1867, 
is  repealed,  is  it  not,  by  the  Act  of  1898  ? — It  is  repealed. 

89.  And  the  fees  under  the  present  system  are  payable 
entirely  under  the  Vaccination  Order,  1898  ? — That  is  so. 

90.  Now  is  it  not  the  fact  that  many  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, in  settling  the  fees  under  the  new  Order,  have 
arranged  them  according  to  parishes,  or  according  to 
distances  from  the  public  vaccinator's  residence  ?— It  is. 


91.  So  that  the  system  of  fee  per  distance  that  was  in  j\jr<  Cotwlly. 
vogue  under  the  Act  of  1867  is  still  to  some  extent  in 

practice  under  the  Order  of  1898  ? — Yes,  to  some  extent — 
that  is  to  say,  the  present  arrangements  are  in  the 
nature  of  an  extension  of  that  system,  inasmuch  as  they 
take  cognisance  of  much  greater  distances  than  the  Act 
of  1867  did. 

92.  In  other  words,  the  fees  are  payable  for  zones 
rather  than  for  miles  ?— That  is  so,  and  the  zones  are  some 
miles  in  width. 

93.  Now  you  said  that  many  of  the  public  vaccinator's 
visits  would  be  fruitless,  because  the  parent  might  refuse 
point  blank  to  have  his  child  vaccinated.  Is  it  not  the 
fact  that  a  parent  may  refuse  to  have  his  child  vaccinated 
when  the  public  vaccinator  calls,  and  yet  he  may  after- 
wards require  the  public  vaccinator  to  attend  again  at 
the  child's  residence  ? — Oh,  yes,  certainly,  I  know  that 
that  has  been  done,  and  the  right  of  the  parent  to  call  the 
public  vaccinator  is  not  abrogated  in  any  way  by  any 
proceedings  on  the  part  of  the  parent.  The  parent  can 
call  the  vaccinator  at  any  time  or  under  any  circumstances 
— he  may  do  it  even  though  he  has  taken  out  a  certi- 
ficate of  conscientious  objection — and  that  has  been  done. 

94.  And  no  fee  is  payable  to  the  public  vaccinator  for 
calling  again,  even  though  the  parent  may  have  refused 
to  have  the  child  vaccinated  on  his  previous  call  ? — That 
is  so — he  is  only  entitled  to  one  fee  for  the  vaccination 
of  a  child,  no  matter  how  many  visits  he  may  have  had 
to  make.- 

95.  It  oftens  happens,  does  it  not,  that  the  public- 
vaccinator  calls  and  finds  that  the  child  is  ill.  He  then 
gives  a  certificate  of  postponement  in  most  cases.  You. 
cannot  give  us,  I  believe,  the  total  number  of  certificates 
of  postponement,  given  in  respect  of  any  year,  but  you 
can  tell  us,  can  you  not,  how  many  certificates  of  post- 
ponement remain  in  force  at  the  end  of  the  year.  For 
instance,  taking  the  births  of  1901,  you  can  tell  us  how 
many  certificates  of  postponement  remained  in  force  in 
January,  1903  ? — We  can  always  do  that — we  can  tell 
at  the  end  of  twelve  months  from  the  expiration  of  a, 
year,  from  the  vaccination  officers'  supplementary  returns* 
what  number  of  cases  that  have  been  postponed  in  respect 
of  the  births  of  that  year  remain  undealt  with  at  the  end 
of  twelve  months. 

96.  What  would  that  be  in  respect  of  the  year  1899, 
for  instance  ? — The  residual  number  of  postponements 
there  represented  1*8  per  cent. 

97.  The  actual  numbers  were  16,605  children  post- 
poned out  of  a  total  number  of  929,189  births  ? — Yes- 
remaining  postponed. 

98.  So  that  if  this  is  the  residue  at  the  end  of  two  years, 
it  would  follow,  would  it  not,  that  a  very  large  number  of 
postponements  would  have  taken  place  during  the  year  ? — 
No  doubt.  Perhaps  on  an  average  it  might  be  better  to 
say  that  the  1-8  represents  eighteen  months,  because  of 
course  this  period  goes  from  the  middle  of  one  year  to  the 
end  of  the  second  year. 

99.  The  total  number  of  postponements  would  be  very 
much  larger  than  2  per  cent.  ? — That  is  so,  because  during 
the  currency  of  the  period  a  large  number  of  these  post- 
ponements would  be  wiped  off.  The  original  certificate  is 
valid  for  two  months  only,  and  it  is  not  unlikely  that  in 
a  large  proportion  of  cases  a  child  might  be  available 
for  vaccination  at  the  end  of  the  two  months. 

100.  And  the  minimum  fees  prescribed  by  the  Vaccina- 
tion Order  of  1898  are  intended  to  cover  the  work  done  by 
the  public  vaccinators  in  regard  to  the  visits  to  postponed 
cases  ? — Oh  yes,  everything  is  included  in  the  fees,  and  the 
Board  have  reminded  boards  of  guardians  on  occasion  that 
they  should  have  regard  to  that  consideration  in  fixing  the 
fees. 

101.  And  there  are  also  an  appreciable  number  of 
children  who  are  insusceptible  of  vaccination — that 
means,  who  are  vaccinated  three  times  by  the  public 
vaccinator  without  satisfactory  results  ? — That  is  so ; 
taking  the  same  year  that  we  were  just  now  speaking  of, 
with  929,000  odd  births,  the  number  of  insusceptibles  was 
5,379,  the  percentage  being  0-6. 

102.  (Chairman.)  And  for  this  the  public  vaccinator 
gets  no  fee  ? — He  gets  no  fee  ;  although  as  a  matter  of 
fact  he  has  operated  on  the  child  three  times  and  if  he  iv- 
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Conolly.  turns  it  as  insusceptible  he  gets  no  fee.    He  can  only  get 
his  operation-fee  for  a  successful  vaccination. 

103.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Referring  to  the  payments  which 
have  been  made  to  public  vaccinators  it  is  the  practice,  is 
it  not,  of  some  of  them  to  appoint  nurses  to  assist  them  in 
carrying  out  the  operation  in  the  modern  way  ? — Yes, 
that  is  so  ;  that  would  occur  in  some  of  the  larger  places. 

104.  And  during  the  recent  smallpox  epidemic  nurses 
and  medical  assistants  have  been  appointed  to  prepare 
the  children's  arms  ? — Yes,  in  some  cases  the  public 
vaccinator  has  had  two  or  three  assistants  at  the  same 
time  in  his  operating  room  preparing  the  cases  for  him, 
and  assisting  him  afterwards,  so  that  there  may  be  no 
delay  and  no  inconvenience  to  the  persons  attending. 

105.  You  have  told  us  that  the  (a)  payment  to  the 
public  vaccinator  is  partly  for  clerical  work.  Now  he  has 
to  give  certificates  of  successful  vaccination  in  respect  of 
each  child  ;  he  has  to  give  certificates  of  postponement  in 
cases  where  the  child  is  not  fit  to  be  vaccinated  ;  he  has  to 
give  certificates  of  insusceptibility  where  he  has  vaccinated 
a  child  three  times  without  satisfactory  results  ;  he  has  to 
give  a  certificate  to  the  medical  officer  of  health  in  cases 
where  he  finds  a  child  living  in  an  unhealthy  home  in  which 
he  considers  the  child  ought  not  to  be  vaccinated  ;  he  has 
to  keep  the  vaccination  register  in  the  rather  extensive 
form  prescribed  by  the  Order  ;  and  he  has  to  give  notice — 
to  write  a  letter  to  the  parent  whose  child  he  has  to  visit  ? — 
That  is  so. 

106.  And  he  also  has  to  make  the  entries  in  Form  H., 
the  list  which  is  supplied  to  him  by  the  vaccination  officer  ? 
— That  is  so.    These  are  quite  new. 

107.  And  then  in  every  case  in  which  he  applies  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  for  lymph  he  has  not  only  to 
make  his  application,  but  to  give  in  considerable  detail 
the  results  of  the  use  of  that  lymph  ? — Yes,  in  each 
individual  case. 

108.  The  remuneration  for  all  that  work  is  included  in 
the  shilling  fee  ? — Entirely. 

10D.  A  public  vaccinator  gets  nothing  for  non-success- 
ful ^accination  ? — Nothing  whatever. 

110.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  in  an  appreciable  number  of 
cases  public  vaccinators  are  known  to  you  to  perform  the 
operation  and  never  to  hear  of  the  child  again  ? — That  is 
so. 

111.  And  for  these  cases  they  get  no  pay,  except  in 
smallpox  times,  when,  as  you  have  said,  they  may  be  paid 
under  Section  28  ? — That  is  a  purely  exceptional  matter. 

112.  In  ordinaiy  cases  if  a  public  vaccinator  vaccinates 
a  person  and  cannot  certify  that  that  vaccination  has  been 
successful  he  stands  to  lose  his  fee  ? — That  is  so. 

113.  You  have  also  told  us  that  when  a  medical  prac- 
titioner notifies  a  case  of  infectious  disease  he  gets  2s.  6d. 
for  it  ? — That  is  so. 

114.  That  fee  is  the  fee  prescribed,  is  it  not,  by  the  Act 
of  Parliament,  the  Infectious  Disease  Notification  Act, 
1889  ?— That  is  so. 

115.  And  by  the  Public  Health  (London)  Act,  1891  ?— 
Yes. 

116.  (Chairman.)  Does  he  get  that  whilst  performing 
his  duty  as  a  public  vaccinator  ? — Under  any  circum- 
stances he  gets  that.  That  is  the  case  to  which  I  have 
referred.  A  medical  man  called  in  to  attend  a  ciss  of 
infectious  disease  gets  a  fee  for  notifying  the  same.  In 
this  case  he  simply  has  to  notify  the  disease  to  earn  the  fee. 

117.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  In  regard  to  the  vaccination  of 
persons  in  factories  the  strict  rule  is,  is  it  not,  that  every 
child  should  be  vaccinated  at  its  own  home  ? — That  is  so, 
but  in  the  case  of  adults  they  can  be  vaccinated  elsewhere 
at  their  pleasure. 

118.  But  the  strict  rule  is  that  they  shall  be  vaccinated 
in  the  district  in  which  they  reside  ? — That  is  so,  that  is 
brought  out  in  Section  11  of  the  Act  of  1867. 

119.  During  the  recent  epidemic  of  smallpox  efforts 
were  made,  were  they  not,  in  a  very  large  number  of  cases, 
not  only  in  London  but  in  provincial  towns,  to  secure  the 
vaccination  of  persons  in  factories  and  workshops  at  their 
places  of  business  ? — Yes,  there  was  a  definite  movement 
in  that  direction,  most  marked  in  the  Metropolis. 

120.  Although  the  persons  did  not  reside  in  these  dis- 


tricts ?— Yes.  Persons  working  in  the  City  of  London,  for 
example,  and  living  out  at  Tottenham  or  other  places  quite 
outside  the  district. 

121.  That  is  a  convenient  practice,  is  it  not  ? — Very 
convenient,  indeed.  In  the  first  place,  it  secures  with  a 
minimum  o:  trouble  the  vaccination  of  a  large  number  of 
people ;  and  not  only  that,  but  the  chances  are  that  if 
these  people  were  all  scattered  they  would  either  fail  or 
refuse  to  seek  vaccination  themselves,  or  there  might  be 
very  great  difficulty  in  getting  attendance  upon  them  in 
their  own  particular  districts.  In  any  case,  by  the  plan 
adopted  in  London,  the  whole  affair  was  very  much 
cheaper  than  it  could  possibly  have  been  if  the  people  had 
been  vaccinated  in  their  own  proper  districts. 

122.  Then  I  suppose  there  is  magic  in  the  fact  that 
when  one  or  two  are  willing  to  be  vaccinated  others 
will  follow  them  ? — Yes,  there  is  a  great  deal  in  that. 

123.  Would  it,  in  your  view,  be  a  reasonable  thing  for 
special  fees  to  be  arranged  for  vaccinations  in  factories 
and  workshops,  and  large  institutions  of  that  kind  ? — I 
think  so.  It  could  be  so  arranged  with  perfect  fairness  to 
the  public  vaccinators,  and  yet  with  very  considerable 
economy  to  the  rates. 

124.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  You  said  that  the  increase  of 
expense  was  largely  due  to  the  change  from  stational 
vaccination  to  domiciliary  ;  do  you  know  why  the  change 
was  made,  or  under  what  circumstances  ;  why  was  it 
found  necessary  to  change  the  system  ? — Firstly,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  representations  or  complaints  that 
were  made  that  parents  were  likely  to  mix  with  undesir- 
able people  at  stations — that  respectable  people  did  not 
care  to  rub  shoulders  with  everybody  they  came  across 
in  some  stations.  Another  reason  was — well,  perhaps 
that  rather  deals  with  the  lymph. 

125.  But  as  regards  the  children,  was  there  no  special 
reason  why  children  should  not  be  taken  to  the  stations  ; 
was  there  no  allegation  that  they  contracted  disease  ? — 
Yes,  there  was  an  objection  on  account  of  their  tender- 
ness and  their  greater  liability  to  contract  infectious 
disease — they  were  liable  to  take  anything  that  was  going 
about. 

126.  Then  the  public  are  great  gainers  by  the  change  ? — 
No  doubt.  In  the  cases  now  of  children  living  in  undesir- 
able homes  the  public  vaccinator  has  the  discretion  not  to 
perform  the  operation  when  he  calls. 

127.  I  think  the  allegation  was  that  the  children  might 
contract  measles  or  whooping  cough  at  the  stations,  or 
catch  chills  while  being  taken  to  and  from  a  station  ? — 
That  is  so. 

128.  And  therefore  the  public  are  very  much  the 
gainers  by  this,  but  they  have  to  pay  for  this  gain  ? — Oh, 
yes,  they  must  do  that. 

129.  Has  there  been  any  general  expression  of  satisfac- 
tion with  the  change  by  the  parents,  by  the  mothers 
themselves  ? — I  believe  that  evidence  is  readily  available 
on  that  point;  personally  I  have  not  much  evidence  of  it; 
that  would  be  a  question  on  which  perhaps  the  medical 
inspectors  would  have  more  direct  evidence. 

130.  Do  you  know  whether  any  complaints  had  been 
made  about  the  minimum  fees  under  the,  old  Act  ? — No,  I 
cannot  say. 

131.  Had  any  complaints  been  made  that  the  fees  were 
totally  inadequate  for  what  they  did  ? — I  cannot  say  that. 

132.  And  it  is  not  within  your  knowledge  that  certain 
guardians  had  voted  resolutions  to  reduce  the  fees  from 
Is.  6d.  to  Is.  ? — The  old  fees  ?  I  have  not  personal  know- 
ledge of  that.  , 

133.  Many  Boards  of  Guardians  in  rural  districts, 
where  the  work  is  hard,  have  adopted  the  minimum  fees 
for  both  public  vaccinators  and  vaccination  officers, 
have  they  not  ?— That  is  so,  but  only  to  a  comparatively 
limited  extent — not  much  above  a  quarter  for  the  vaccina- 
tion officers. 

134.  And  for  public  vaccinators  also  ?— I  can  give 
you  the  figures  later. 

135.  So  that  you  would  say  that  the  lot  of  the  rural 
vaccinator  is  much  harder  than  that  of  the  town  vaccina- 
tor ? — Yes. 

136.  So  that  the  man  who  does  the  hardest  work  gets 
the  least  pay  in  proportion  ?— Yes. 
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137.  The  first  complaints  agains*  the  new  Order  were 
received  from  Unions  that  were  in  opposition  to  vaccina- 
tion, were  they  not  ?  You  mentioned  Birmingham,  did 
you  not  ? — Birmingham  does  not  profess  to  be  an  opposi- 
tion Union.  Birmingham  hedges,  if  I  may  use  the  term — 
it  professes  not  to  be  in  opposition.  Looking  down  the 
list  of  those  Unions  which  have  applied  for  a  reduction  of 
the  minimum  fees  one  finds  among  them  the  names  of 
some  in  which  more  or  even  considerably  more  than  the 
minimum  fees  are  given.  For  instance,  St.  Asaph, 
Bangor,  Basingstoke ;  and  these  have  all  made  repre- 
sentations relative  to  the  cost. 

138.  The  sudden  increase  of  expense  which  you  men- 
tioned in  your  evidence,  in  1900,  was  not  that  due  to 
arrears  ?  People  who  had  been  waiting  to  see  whether  an 
Act  was  going  to  be  passed  ? — The  presumption  is  that  that 
was  so  ;  there  were  perhaps  two  reasons.  A  great  many 
people  wanted  to  see  what  would  be  the  result  of  the  Royal 
Commission,  and  when  this  resulted  in  an  Act  they 
accepted  the  situation.-  In  that  year  the  figures  show 
that  the  number  of  people  vaccinated  rose  from  303,982 
to  411,709. 

139.  These  were  presumably  primary  vaccinations, 
some  of  which  had  been  held  back  from  previous  years  ? — 
The  increase  in  primary  vaccinations  was  very  marked  ; 
they  rose  from  281,000  odd  in  1898  to  403,000  odd. 

140.  That  is  to  say,  children  who  had  not  been  vac- 
cinated in  previous  years  had  to  be  paid  for  in  the  year 
in  question  ? — That  is  so.  The  figures  given  would  in- 
clude some  adults ;  but  the  proportion  of  these  would 
ordinarily  be  very  small. 

141.  Then  the  great  increase  was  not  due  to  the  dif- 
ference in  price  but  to  the  difference  in  number  ? — The 
increase  operated  both  ways  ;  some  of  the  increase  may 
be  regarded  as  representing  the  cost  of  deferred  cases,  and 
then  again  it  must  be  remembered  that  the  deferred  cases 
which  might  have  been  done  at  the  cheaper  rate  formerly 
had  now  to  be  paid  for  at  a  higher  rate. 

142.  Was  there  anything  due  in  this  increase  to  the  fact 
that  the  public  vaccinator  went  to  the  house  and  per- 
suaded the  parents  to  have  the  children  vaccinated,  or 
the  satisfaction  of  the  mother  that  she  had  not  to  attend 
the  station  and  perhaps  leave  her  husband's  dinner  un- 
cooked to  do  so  ?— Yes,  that  may  have  been  so. 

143.  (Mr.  Vattance.)  The  drift  of  one  of  my  questions 
was  to  ascertain  whether  the  substitution  of  domiciliary 
for  stational  vaccination  was  itself  the  occasion  of  con- 
siderable increase  of  expense.  One  of  the  questions  asked 
by  Dr.  Low — or  rather  a  suggestion — was  that  there  were 
the  arrears.  There  were  those  who  had  been  waiting  to 
see  whether  the  Act  passed,  but  there  was  also  another 
factor  in  it,  was  there  not,  that  those  in  a  better  position 
in  life,  who  had  been  in  the  past  providing  for  their  own 
■vaccinations,  found  they  were  able  to  have  their  children 
vaccinated  now  without  expense  ? — They  could  always 
have  had  it  done  gratis  at  the  stations  if  they  had  chosen, 
under  the  Act  of  1867  ;  but  I  think  a  large  number  of 
people  who  would  object  to  go  to  the  station  would  have 
no  scruple  in  asking  the  public  vaccinator  to  come  to  their 
kousesj 

144.  (Chairman.)  I  suppose  there  are  included  in 
these  figures  a  number  of  people  who  claimed  exemption 
as  conscientious  objectors  ? — The  way  that  would  operate 
would  be  probably  in  reducing  the  field  of  operations  of 
the  public  vaccinator. 

145.  But  the  number  of  those  that  were  holding  back 
until  the  Act  was  put  into  force — amongst  those  would  be 
a  number  who  afterwards  claimed  exemption  altogether 
and  did  not  come  under  the  Act  ? — Oh,  yes,  no  doubt. 

146.  Are  you  aware  of  any  cases  of  friction  or  any  diffi- 
culties that  have  arisen  owing  to  the  public  vaccinators 
attending  children  in  consequence  of  vaccination — I  mean 
cases  of  sickness  following  vaccination  ? — I  cannot  say 
that  I  know  of  any  cases  of  friction.  I  know  there  have 
been  cases  in  which  the  public  vaccinator  has  attended  a 
child  in  consequence  of  its  having  some  affection  after 
vaccination.  , 

147.  And  such  treatment  has  not  been  resented  by  the 
private  practitioners  in  the  neighbourhood  ? — I  do  not 
know  that  it  has — I  really  cannot  say. 

148.  No  resignations  have  taken  place  on  account  of 
that,  have  they  ? — No. 

169. 


149.  What  cases  do  you  know  of  where  public  vaccina-  Mr.  Conolly. 
tors  have  resigned  on  account  of  insufficient  fees  ? — I  think 

there  must  have  been  very  few,  indeed,  of  those. 

150.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  There  have  been  some  cases  where 
guardians  have  determined  the  contracts  of  public  vacci- 
nators because  they  have  refused  to  accept  lower  fees  than 
they  have  been  receiving,  have  there  not  ? — That  is  so,  but 
very  few. 

151.  (Chairman.)  What  has  taken  place  then  ? — There 
is  practically  no  remedy. 

152.  But  the  place  has  been  filled  up  ? — Oh,  yes. 

153.  And  they  have  taken  the  lower  fees  ?— Yes. 

154.  You  mentioned  just  now  the  payment  by  distances 
from  the  residence  of  the  public  vaccinator — in  the  case  of 
that  man  being  dismissed,  that  would  necessitate  a  rear- 
rangement of  fees  altogether,  inasmuch  as  it  would  often 
happen  that  the  new  man  would  not  live  in  the  same  place  ? 
— The  new  contract  would  have  to  be  approved  here — yes. 

155.  Then  really  no  very  great  difficulty  has  arisen  on 
account  of  resignations  ? — Oh,  no. 

156.  It  is  the  fact,  is  it  not,  that  the  Board  has  always 
held  that  it  is  the  right  of  every  citizen  to  be  vaccinated  at 
the  public  expense  ? — That  is  so  ;  that  is  one  of  the  points 
upon  which  I  intended  to  have  spoken  with  regard  to  the 
resolutions  sent  to  the  Board,  and  which  I  have  arranged 
in  4  sections.  Those  in  section  1  are  mainly  directed 
towards  reducing  the  cost  by  reducing  the  fees.-  Those  in 
Section  2  have  for  their  end  the  reduction  of  the  cost  by 
lessening  the  number  of  persons  seeking  vaccination  and 
re-vaccination  at  the  public  expense.  One  of  the  means 
that  some  few  guardians  have  adopted  in  order  to  dis- 
suade people  from  being  vaccinated  was  to  publish  a  list 
of  those  whom  they  thought  to  be  well  able  to  pay  for  it 
out  of  their  own  pockets.  If  the  guardians  thought  the 
people  were  able  to  pay  for  their  own  vaccination  or 
re-vaccination  they  proposed  to  pillory  them.  Where 
complaints  were  made  to  the  Board  about  this,  the 
Board  wrote  to  the  guardians  and  drew  their  attention 
to  Section  26  of  the  Act  of  1867.  That  Section  declares 
"  that  the  vaccination,  or  the  surgical  or  medical  assist- 
"  ance  incident  to  the  vaccination,  of  any  person  in  a 
"  union  or  parish,  heretofore  or  hereafter  performed  or 
"  rendered  by  a  public  vaccinator,  shall  not  be  con- 
"  sidered  to  be  parochial  relief,  alms,  or  charitable  al- 
"  lowance  to  such  person  or  his  parent,  and  no  such 
"  person  or  his  parent  shall  by  reason  thereof  be  deprived 
"  of  any  right  or  privilege,  or  be  subject  to  any  disability 
"  or  disqualification."  Well,  the  publication  of  the  names 
of  these  people  was,  of  course,  extremely  irritating,  and 
the  Board  pointed  out  that  under  this  Act  *t  was  the  right 
of  every  inhabitant  of  England  and  Wales  to  obtain  his 
vaccination  or  re-vaccination  at  the  hands  of  the  public 
vaccinator  without  any  let  or  hindrance  or  annoyance. 
We  pointed  out  also  that  there  was  no  authority  for  the 
guardians  incurring  the  expense  of  printing  a  list  of  this 
character.  One  ingenious  Board  of  Guardians  thought  to 
get  over  this  difficulty  by  arranging  that  the  names  should 
be  read  out  publicly  in  the  board  room,  with  a  view  to  the 
reporter  of  the  local  Press  taking  them  down  for  publica- 
tion. 

157.  Is  there  anything  you  would  like  to  add,  Mr. 
Conolly  ? — I  think  not,  except  perhaps  I  may  say  a  word 
with  regard  to  Section  4  of  these  resolutions.  The  matter 
it  deals  with  is  not  a  large  one,  but  several  boards  of 
guardians  attach  considerable  importance  to  it :  it  is  that 
the  penalties  which  are  imposed  upon  defaulters  should 
go  to  the  union  funds.  At  present  the  entire  cost  of 
prosecutions  falls  upon  the  common  fund  of  the  union,  but 
no  matter  how  successful  the  action  of  the  vaccination 
officer  may  be,  either  in  securing  the  vaccination  of  a  child 
on  a  Justice's  Order,  or  in  securing  the  punishment  of  an 
offender,  the  common  fund  does  not  benefit  at  all.  The 
defendant  may  pay  the  fine,  but  instead  of  going  to  the 
guardians  as  the  Authority  that  has  brought  about  thi3 
result,  itgoes  to  the  County  Council ;  that  takes  place  under 
the  operation  of  the  Summary  Jurisdiction  Acts,  the  simple 
reason  for  it  being  that  there  is  no  provision  in  the  Acts 
providing  for  any  special  allocation  of  this  fine,  and  in 
consequence  of  this  it  goes  to  the  treasurer  of  the 
County  Council,  and  many  guardians  feel  rather  sore  ou 
that  point. 
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Mr.  Conolhj.  158.  Is  there  very  much  in  it,  inasmuch  as  a  small  pro- 
portion of  it  goes  back  to  them  in  diminishing  the  county- 
rate  ?— That  would  be  a  very  small  and  inappreciable 
proportion. 


ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 

159.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  You  think  it  would  be  more  satis 
factory  ? — I  do ;  and  the  guardians  would  feel  more 
satisfied  if  they  knew  that  the  penalties  and  fines  result- 
ing from  these  prosecutions  would  come  to  them. 


Mr.   Joseph  Brown,  called;  and  Examined^ 


Mr.  Joseph      160.  (Chairman.)    Mr.  Joseph  Brown,  you  are  President 
Brown.      0f  the  Association  of  Poor  Law  Unions  in  England  and 
Wales  ? — I  am,  sir. 

161.  Your  Association  has  considered  the  question  of 
the  cost  of  vaccination  under  the  Vaccination  Order,  1898  ? 
— Frequently,  sir, 

162.  Will  you  tell  us  what  action  has  been  taken  by  the 
Association  ? — Well,  sir,  the  Vice-President  of  the  Associa- 
tion, Mr.  Dimbleby,  is  present,  and  he  has  been  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  that  has  had  this  matter  in  hand  from  the 
beginning,  and  I  think  it  would  be  advisable  to  leave  the 
matter  of  the  action  of  the  Association  with  him,  as  he  has 
to  give  evidence  after  me,  and  he  will  be  more  acquainted 
with  the  details.  I  should  like  to  say  briefly  that  the 
matter  has  been  before  the  Association  continuously  since 
1900,  by  a  number  of  associated  unions  sending  up  resolu- 
tions, and  asking  questions  with  respect  to  it.  But  I  under- 
stand that  Mr.  Dimbleby  has  been  collating  all  these  details 
and  putting  them  in  order  to  lay  before  you,  and  it  would 
be  better  that  he  should  deal  with  this  matter  rather  than 
that  I  should  myself  deal  with  it, 

163.  You  wish  to  put  in  figures  showing  the  increased 
cost  of  vaccination  under  the  new  as  compared  with  the  old 
system  ? — Yes,  ^_r,  I  might  give  you  numberless  figures, 
but  I  have  deemed  it  advisable  to  stick  rather  closely 
to  those  with  which  I  am  personally  acquainted.  I  have 
relationships  with  the  Wakefield  Board  in  a  friendly 
fashion,  and  with  the  Dewsbury  Board  of  course  in  an 
official  capacity  as  one  of  their  oldest  members.  I  have  no 
details  with  regard  to  the  figures  fsr  Wakefield  beyond  the 
costs  for  the  last  four  years,  but  I  understand  that  a  copy 
of  this  has  been  sent  to  the  Local  Government  Board,  so 
that  probably  the  Committee  will  be  in  possession  of  them. 
I  should  like  to  point  out  that  in  the  case  of  Wakefield  the 
cost  is  increased.  The  aggregate  cost  for  the  four  years 
before  the  passing  of  the  Act  was  £623  7s.,  that  is,  the 
cost  of  the  four  years  from  1895  to  1898 — the  aggregate 
cost  of  the  four  years;  The  aggregate  cost  for  the  four 
years  since  the  passing  of  the  Act  is  £3,540  19s.  8d.,  or 
nearly  600  per  cent.  The  Clerk  of  the  Liverpool  Union 
assures  me  that  the  results  are  by  no  means  improved. 
He  says  that  they  had  as  good  results  before  the  passing 
of  the  Act  as  they  have  had  since.  That  would  not  apply  to 
many  unions — unquestionably  we  have  had  far  more  vacci- 
nation since  the  passing  of  the  Act  than  we  had  before.  In 
the  case  of  the  Dewsbury  Union  I  have  not  only  the  result 
of  the  four  previous  years  and  the  years  since,  but  I  also  have 
the  last  quarter's  Return  for  every  township  in  the  Union, 
showing  the  cost  of  the  vaccination  and  the  cost  of  medical 
attention  and  medicine  and  extras  all  combined,  township 
by  township.  Perhaps  I  had  better  put  the  Return  in — I 
have  had  it  prepared  for  me  for  this  very  purpose  by  the 
Assistant  Clerk  to  the  Guardians,  and  it  goes  to  shew  that 
the  cost  of  vaccination  in  the  Union — varying  a  little  in  the 
several  townships — that  the  cost  of  the  medical  officer's 
salary  and  extras  is  £112  10s.  9d.  for  the  quarter,  whilst  the 
cost  of  vaccination  for  the  same  period  is  £427  5s.  lOd, 
nearly  four  times  as  much  as  all  the  other  put  together, 
(See  Appendix,  No.  IV.) 

164.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  What  period  is  this  for  ? — That  is 
for  the  quarter  ending  31st  June,  1903,  the  latest  complete 
quarter  that  I  could  get.  The  worst  parish  is  that  of  Dews- 
bury itself,  where  the  medical  officer's  salary  and  extra 
medical  fees  amount  to  £21  4s.  Id.,  and  the  vaccination 
costs  £116  4s.  2d.,  being  five  times  the  amount  of  his  salary 
and  medical  fees, 


165.  (Chairman.)  Is  that  for  the  last  quarter  ?— That 
is  in  this  return,  sir,  this  last  quarter.  The  Return  for  the 
four  years  before  the  passing  of  the  Act  shews  that  the 
average  annual  account  of  vaccination  expenses  was  £210, 
the  average  of  the  four  succeeding  years  is  £987 — again 
more  than  four  times.  I  may  venture  to  leave  that  with 
you.  (See  Appendix,  No.  V.)  But  there  is  one  other 
feature  of  the  case  that  has  come  before  my  own  Board — 
it  is  a  proceeding  which  we  regard  as  a  very  questionable 
one  on  the  part  of  the  public  vaccinators.  They  have  been 
vaccinating  members  of  their  own  families  and  charging 
it  to  the  rates  

166.  Do  you  mean  their  children  ? — I  do,  sir,  their 
wives  and  their  children — their  wives'  relations  and  their 
children.  In  one  case  I  know  the  Clerk  struck  out  the 
claim;  I  got  him  to  put  me  this  in  a  letter,  so  that  I  might 
not  overstate  the  case.  In  the  public  vaccinator's  register 
for  Mirfield  the  Clerk  found  that  the  public  vaccinator  had 
re -vaccinated  his  wife  and  five  members  of  her  family — 
presumably  her  brothers  and  sisters  or  cousins — but  the 
Clerk  struck  out  the  fees  in  this  case  from  his  claim.  But 
in  the  vaccination  register  for  Dewsbury  we  found  that  the 
public  vaccinator  attended  on  the  public  medical  officer  of 
health  for  the  district,  and  re-vaccinated  him,  his  son,  his 
daughter,  and  three  others,  presumably  his  domestics,  and 
charged  for  the  vaccinations  as  vaccinations  at  their  own 
homes.  We  had  nothing  of  this  kind  until  these  extra- 
ordinary fees  were  put  on,  and  we  regard  this  as  the  out- 
come of  these  extraordinary  fees. 

167.  On  what  grounds  were  they  struck  off  ? — In  the- 
case  of  Mirfield,  our  Clerk  did  not  give  me  any  reason  for 
it,  but  he  says  he  did  strike  out  the  fees  in  this  case. 

168.  What  was  the  result  ? — There  was  no  result,  except 
that  the  claim  was  reduced  by  so  much. 

169.  And  the  public  vaccinator  accepted  the  reduced 
amount  ? — He  evidently  accepted  the  reduced  amount. 
There  was  one  other  case  named  to  our  Finance  Committee 
by  the  Mayor  of  Ossett.  He  told  us  that  a  wealthy  manu- 
facturer in  Ossett  presented  himself  to  the  public  vac- 
cinator for  the  township  for  re- vaccination,  and  was  re- 
vaccinated.  He  offered  to  pay  at  the  close  of  the  opera- 
tion, and  the  doctor  said  to  him,  "  No,  I  shall  not  let  you 
pay  me — this  will  cost  you  nothing — it  will  go  in  my 
account."  That  was  reported  officially  to  the  Finance 
Committee  of  the  Dewsbury  Union  by  the  Mayor  of  the 
town.  He  wanted  the  Gommittee  to  have  taken  action, 
and  publish  these  names,  but  we  declined  to  do  that,  we 
thought  it  would  be  rather  a  questionable  proceeding  on 
our  part,  so  that  there  has  never  been  any  publicity  given 
to  these  facts  whatever — in  our  own  district  we  have  re- 
frained from  that,  although  in  the  case  of  many  of  our 
Guardians  there  has  been  some  very  strong  expression  of 
opinion,  and  some  heated  feeling  in  respect  to  it.  Prior  to 
the  increase  of  the  fee  we  never  had  anything  of  that  kind. 

170.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  You  are  aware,  Mr.  Brown,  that 
under  the  Vaccination  Acts  it  is  open  to  any  member  of  the 
public  to  avail  himself  of  the  services  of  the  public  vac- 
cinator ? — We  recognise  that,  sir. 

171.  Therefore,  you  do  not  object  legally  ? — Yon  will 
notice,  sir,  that  I  have  not  called  it  an  illegal  proceeding, 
but  a  questionable  one — bad  taste,  to  say  the  least  of  it. 
And  it  would  not  have  occurred,  we  believe,  but  for  the  in- 
crease of  the  fees.  To  vaccinate  these  people  and  then 
claim  the  fee  for  doing  it  at  their  own  homes  was  stretching 
the  point,  at  all  events— it  ought  to  have  ranked  as  being 
done  at  the  surgery,  at  the  very  least. 
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172.  I  only  wish  to  put  it  to  you  that  the  practice, 
however  objectionable  you  may  think  it,  is  authorised  by 
the  Act  of  1867.  Section  26  of  the  Act  expressly  declares 
that  public  vaccination  shall  not  be  regarded  as  parochial 
relief  so  as  to  disqualify  the  recipient  ? — We  recognise 
that,  sir. 

173.  And  it  has  always  been  the  policy  since  1867  to 
regard  public  vaccination  as  something  which  the  highest 
in  the  State  may  avail  himself  of  ? — Yes,  sir,  and  I  see 
some  reason  for  that.  Might  I  venture  to  suggest  that  if  all 
medical  practitioners  were  supplied  with  Governmental 
lymph  persons  would  not  need  then  to  go  to  the  public 
vaccinator  ?  Many  of  them  go  from  that  motive,  because 
they  have  the  impression  that  the  public  vaccinator 
has  a  superior  class  of  lymph  to  a  private  practitioner, 
and  they  go  to  him  for  that  reason.  At  any  rate,  I  have 
known  such  things  to  be  done  by  persons  who  would  prefer 
to  pay — but  in  this  case  they  would  not  let  him  pay. 

174.  Do  you  suggest  that  every  medical  practitioner 
should  be  paid  by  the  municipality  for  vaccinating  ?— 
That  is  one  of  the  recommendations  that  my  Association 
has  made,  sir. 

175.  In  other  words,  that  every  medical  man  should  be 
a  public  vaccinator  ? — Should  be  at  liberty  to  vaccinate 
and  send  ir  his  claim  to  the  authority,  just  as  he  now  does 
for  notification  of  infectious  disease. 

176.  You  have  drawn  attention  to  the  disproportion 
between  the  fees  or  the  remuneration  given  to  the  public 
vaccinator  and  to  district  medical  officers.  I  suppose  it  is 
just  as  much  trouble  for  the  public  vaccinator  to  visit  a 
child's  home  as  to  visit  a  patient  ? — No  doubt,  sir. 

177.  And  it  would  be  very  little  extra  trouble  for  him 
to  treat  the  patient  in  any  ordinary  case  when  he  is  at  the 
house  ? — I  quite  agree. 

178.  He  has  to  go  twice  at  least  on  every  occasion  that 
he  vaccinates  a  child  ? — Yes,  once  for  the  operation  and 
once  for  the  inspection. 

179.  And  if  the  child  is  ill  he  has  to  postpone  the  opera- 
tion and  call  again  ? — Yes,  sir,  but  for  that  the  fee  as  I 
understand  it — that  extra  fee  of  one  shilling  covers  that. 

180.  I  am  coming  to  that  presently.  There  is  only 
one  fee  for  the  operation  of  successful  vaccination,  and 
there  is  a  fee  paid  for  every  birth  returned  to  the  public 
vaccinator  by  the  vaccination  officer  ? — Yes,  sir. 

181.  Very  well,  if  the  child  is  ill,  you  will  observe,  and 
the  public  vaccinator  has  to  call  again  that  would  make 
three  visits,  would  it  not  ? — It  would,  sir. 

182.  Can  you  say  from  your  experience  whether  it  is 
the  fact  that  mothers  are  often  out  when  the  public 
vaccinator  makes  his  statutory  call  ? — I  have  found  many 
cases  of  that  kind,  sir,  undoubtedly,  where  they  have  been 
out  on  purpose— purposely  away  at  the  time  of  the  call. 

183.  Then  if  the  parent  is  out  the  public  vaccinator 
would  have  to  make  another  visit  ? — I  suppose  he  would, 
sir. 

184.  If  the  parent  refuses  for  some  reason  to  have  the 
child  vaccinated  when  the  public  vaccinator  calls  it  is 
open  to  the  parent  to  require  the  public  vaccinator  to  call 
again,  is  it  not  ? — I  was  not  aware  of  that,  sir.  That  is 
new  to  me,  sir. 

185.  You  may  take  it  from  me  that  it  is  so.  The  Board 
have  answered  the  question  many  times,  and  have  stated 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  the  public  vaccinator  to  call  again  if  the 
parent  requires  him  to  do  so  ? — I  should  think  there 
would  be  very  few  of  that  class — hardly  a  sufficient 
number  of  them  to  influence  the  fee  that  had  to  be  calcu- 
lated to  cover  ordinary  circumstances. 

186.  During  a  smallpox  epidemic  I  put  it  to  you  that 
that  might  frequently  occur  ? — I  could  imagine  that  it 
would  occur,  but  I  never  knew  a  case. 

187.  Might  it  not  occur  in  this  way  ?  The  parent  is 
a  conscientious  objector  when  smallpox  is  absent.  Small- 
pox comes  and  the  parent  is  alarmed,  and  then  sends  for 
the  public  vaccinator  to  vaccinate  the  unvaccinated 
child  ? — I  have  never  met  with  a  single  case  yet,  sir. 

188.  But  you  would  not  dispute  that  it  is  likely  to 
occur  ? — I  certainly  would  not  dispute  the  possibility. 

189.  So  that  in  this  way  the  public  vaccinator  must 
make  two  visits,  and  he  may  have  to  make  three  or  even 
four  or  more  visits  to  the  child's  home  ? — Yes,  sir. 

169. 


190.  Supposing  the  child  lives  a  mile  from  the  public  Mr.  Joseph 
vaccinator's  residence— the  public  vaccinator  would  have  Broun. 
to  go  there  and  back — two  miles — each  visit  ? — But  not 

for  the  single  case  in  a  thickly  peopled-place  like  ours. 

191.  I  put  it  to  you  that  it  may  frequently  happen  in 
many  districts.  Take  Dewsbury — are  there  any  parts  of 
Dewsbury  that  are  a  mile  from  the  vaccinator's  residence  ? 
— The  extreme  points  will  probably  be  a  mile  and  a  half — 
the  most  extreme  that  you  could  find. 

192.  So  that  in  this  case  the  public  vaccinator  would 
have  for  each  visit  to  do  three  miles  ? — He  would,  sir, 
but  it  would  be,  if  I  might  venture  to  suggest,  by  arrange- 
ment, and  it  would  cover  his  ordinary  practice.  I  could 
not  imagine  him  driving  to  Dewsbury  Moor  (the  point 
that  I  have  measured  in  my  mind)  without  covering  a  large 
number  of  his  own  patients  as  well  as  the  poor  that  he 
would  have  to  attend  in  the  ordinary  course  of  his  duty* 

193.  No  doubt  that  would  be  so — he  would  work  in  his 
public  vaccinations  as  far  as  he  could  with  his  ordinary 
practice  ? — He  could  not  fail  to  do  it,  sir. 

194.  You  are  aware  that  under  the  Vaccination  Act  and 
Orders  the  public  vaccinator  is  bound  to  call  within  a 
certain  limited  time  ? — I  am  aware  of  that,  sir. 

195.  You  are  also  aware,  I  am  sure,  that  in  the  outlying 
parts  of  Yorkshire — I  do  not  know  Dewsbury  myself — ■ 
but  I  know  some  places  where  the  public  vaccinator  may 
have  to  make  very  long  journeys  ? — Oh  yes,  in  asparsely, 
populated  district,  like  some  outlying  portions  of  York- 
shire, the  argument  that  you  have  now  used  would  have 
greater  force  than  in  Dewsbury. 

196.  I  put  this  question  to  you  because  you  are  appear- 
ing for  the  Poor  Law  Officers'  Association.  I  shall  not 
have  an  opportunity  of  putting  this  question  to  a  gentle- 
man representing  Settle  or  Sedbergh  or  unions  of  that 
description,  where  I  know,  from  my  own  experience,  the 
public  vaccinator — the  doctor — has  to  travel  sometimes 
seven  miles  to  see  one  case  ? — But  does  not  that  point  out 
the  necessity  of  having  different  rates  of  fees  allowed  to 
medical  officers  who  have  charge  of  a  rural  district — higher 
fees  than  are  allowed  to  those  having  charge  of  an  urban 
district  where  the  population  is  dense — where  within  a 
mile  he  would  have  as  many  cases  as  there  would  be  in  fifty 
miles  in  the  rural  district. 

197.  You  have  anticipated  my  question,  Mr.  Brown.  I 
will  not  pursue  that  any  further.  Supposing  the  public 
vaccinator's  birth  fee  to  be  Is.,  and  his  vaccination  fee  to 
be  5s. — that  would  be  6s,  I  gather  that  you  would  think 
that  that  would  be  a  small  remuneration  for  such  journeys 
as  I  have  suggested  ? — In  the  rural  districts — I  should 
have  nothing  to  complain  of  in  that. 

198.  Would  you  suggest  that  in  the  rural  districts  there 
should  be  an  extension  of  the  fees,  according  as  the 
journeys  are  long  or  short,  in  other  words,  according  to 
the  mileage  of  the  journeys  ? — I  should,  sir — I  should, 
certainly. 

199.  You  are  aware  that  for  all  these  visits  the  public 
vaccinator  has  only  one  fee,  and  that  if  the  vaccination  i3 
unsuccessful  he  gets  no  fee  at  all  ? — Yes,  sir,  but  I  want  to 
point  out  that  in  the  case  of  Dr.  Hall,  one  of  our  public 
vaccinators,  his  work  as  vaccinator  will  not  anything  like 
compare  with  his  work  in  the  ordinary  exercise  of  his  duty 
as  the  medical  officer  for  Dewsbury.  He  will  have  other 
interests  in  Dewsbury,  we  shall  have  probably  1,000  to 
1,300  people  under  his  care  in  the  course  of  a  year,  and  he 
will  have  these  to  attend  more  than  the  four  times  you 
have  imagined,  and  yet  he  would  not  get  more  than  one- 
fourth  of  what  he  will  get  for  his  vaccination.  On  his  list 
that  he  presents  to  the  Relief  Committee — I  am  the 
Chairman  of  that  Committee  and  I  know  the  number  of 
his  visits — I  should  suggest  that  on  one  of  these  schedules 
of  his  there  will  be  more  visits  recorded  (never  mind  the 
medicine)  than  he  would  probably  get  in  a  month  for  his 
vaccinations  all  put  together. 

*  200.  Can  you  tell  us  how  many  people  are  on  your  relief 
list  ? — I  should  say  between  1,300  and  1,500.  But  I  am 
trading  solely  on  my  memory  of  the  case.  At  our  ordinary 
meetings  we  generally  have  about  three  foolscap  sheets  of 
applicants,  most  of  whom  will  come  from  Dewsbury,  and 
these  will  all  have  to  be  visited  by  Dr.  Hall  in  the  course 
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*  201.  You  have  suggested  this  comparison  yourself,  and 
T  should  like  to  follow  it  up  a  little.  You  say  that  1,300  to 
1,500  persons  are  attended  by  the  District  Medical  Officer 
—  is  that  for  Dewsbury  alone — not  for  Batley  and  other 
places  ? — No,  sir,  Dewsbury  township. 

*  202.  Could  you  give  me  any  idea  of  the  number  of  public 
vaccinations  done  by  the  public  vaccinator  of  Dewsbury 
township  ? — Not  for  Dewsbury  itself.  There  were  2,000 
last  year  in  the  Union,  but  how  they  would  be  distributed 
over  the  township  I  could  not  say,  but  I  ould  get  the 
information  if  you  wish  it. 

*  203.  Will  you  please  do  so,  and  add  also,  if  you  can,  the 
number  of  births  in  the  same  year  in  the  Dewsbury  town- 
ship ? — I  will,  sir. 

204.  The  point  of  my  question  is  this— the  public  vacci- 
nator has  to  visit  the  majority,  if  not  all,  of  the  children 
whose  births  are  registered  ? — Except  those  who  get  the 
exemption  order, 

205.  And  those  who  are  vaccinated  before  four  months 
are  up  ? — That  is  so,  sir. 

206.  We  should  then  be  able  to  form  some  comparison 
between  the  payments  made  to  the  district  medical  officer 
and  to  the  same  person  in  his  capacity  of  public  vaccina- 
tor ? — Yes,  that  would  set  it  forth  very  fairly  and  truly. 

207.  Can  you  give  me  any  idea  of  the  fee  payable  to  the 
doctor  in  an  ordinary  working  class  practice  ? — Do  you 
mean  for  vaccination,  sir  ? 

208.  No,  for  a  visit — what  does  the  ordinary  working 
man  pay  his  doctor  ? — I  should  not  like  to  say,  because  we 
have  a  class  of  medical  attendants  there  who  do  work  of 
that  kind  amongst  the  lower  orders  whom  I  could  not 
speak  for  ;  the  better  class  of  working  men  are  all  in  the 
clubs  and  they  are  attended  by  the  club  doctors.  We  have 
one  or  two  instances  of  doctors  who  go  for  one  shilling  a 
visit. 

209.  Generally  speaking,  then,  the  working  men  belong 
to  benefit  societies  ? — The  better  class — yes. 

210.  And  additional  to  their  subscription  for  sick  pay 
they  subscribe  for  medical  attendance  ? — They  do,  sir. 

211.  Can  you  tell  us  what  the  usual  payment  is  in  re- 
spect of  such  attendance  ? — I  could  not  say  right  off- 
hand, but  if  I  remember  rightly,  I  believe  it  is  a  penny  a 
week,  sir — I  believe  that  is  it. 

212.  {Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  That  does  not  include  the  wife 
and  children  ? — No,  sir,  only  the  member. 

213.  They  would  pay  the  fees  for  wife  and  children  ? — 
Yes,  in  some  cases,  but  there  are  also  some  clubs  about  us 
which  include  the  wives  as  well — the  women  are  members 
— some  of  the  clubs  are  of  that  kind. 

214.  {Mr.  Lithiby.)  You  are  aware,  of  course,  that  the 
public  raccinator  has  also  to  do  a  considerable  amount  of 
clerical  work  ? — In  the  matter  of  making  out  his  Returns, 

215.  He  has  to  write  a  letter  to  every  parent  whom  he  is 
going  to  visit  to  say  that  he  is  coming  ? — I  have  the  impres- 
sion that  we  are  supplying  those  in  post-card  form,  ready 
for  him  to  fill  up. 

216.  Some  guardians  do  that,  and  some  do  not.  Many 
guardians  supply  postcards  and  pay  the  postage,  and 
others  do  not  supply  anything  and  do  not  pay  the  postage  ? 
— I  think  ours  is  amongst  the  number  who  do  supply  them. 

217.  At  any  rate  he  has  to  fill  up  this  form,  and  I  think 
generally  (though  I  do  not  know  whether  I  am  right  in 
saying  generally)  he  pays  the  postage  ? — It  would  not  be  so 
with  us,  sir,  at  any  rate. 

218.  Then  he  has  to  write  a  certificate  of  postponement 
if  he  postpones  the  child's  vaccination.  Then  he  has  to  fill 
up  a  certificate  of  successful  vaccination  and  send  it  to  the 
vaccination  officer  ?— Yes,  sir. 

219.  He  has  to  fill  up  in  respect  of  each  child  a  number 
of  particulars  in  the  vaccination  register,  has  he  not  ? — 
That  i3  so,  sir; 
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220.  He  has  also  to  fill  up  a  form  that  is  supplied  to  hirtu 
by  the  vaccination  officer,  called  Form  H,  in  which  he  gives 
all  the  details  of  his  visit  ? — Yes,  but  when  I  know,  as  I  do, 
that  in  one  Union,  the  Liverpool  Union,  my  friend  Mr. 
Hagger  there  told  me  of  a  case  where  a  man's  fees  were 
£1,100  for  one  quarter,  it  strikes  me  naturally  that  he  could 
not  have  spent  much  time  in  filling  up  registers  to  attend  to 
cases  that  would  bring  him  in  fees  like  that. 

221.  I  want  now  to  get  at  what  work  the  public  vacci- 
nator has  to  do.  He  has  to  fill  up  this  form,  and  for  all  the 
clerical  operations  he  gets  no  additional  fee  ? — No,  sir. 

222.  Then  in  the  actual  performance  of  the  operations- 
has  he  not  to  do  a  great  deal  more  than  he  formerly  did 
under  the  old  system  ? — In  what  respect,  sir  ? 

223.  He  has  to  wash  the  arm,  he  has  to  apply  anti- 
septic dressings,  he  has  to  bandage  it.  I  am  not  a  medical 
man,  but  I  r  'link  he  has  to  do  three  or  four  things  of  this 
kind — it  is  obligatory  upon  him  to  do  them — which  take 
time,  and  which  he  had  not  to  do  under  the  old  regulations? 
— The  point  I  should  like  to  press  is  the  fact  that  these 
same  medical  men,  where  they  have  to  do  these  vaccina- 
tions in  their  own  private  practice,  never  charge  more 
than  2s.  6d.  They  have  the  same  thing  to  do — at  any 
rate  they  would  pay  as  much  regard  to  their  private 
patients  as  they  would  to  these  public  ones,  and  the  charge, 
so  far  as  I  have  heard  anyway,  never  exceeds  2s.  6d. 

224.  You  have  referred  to  the  total  cost  at  Liverpool  and 
elsewhere  of  vaccination.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  vaccina- 
tion had  been  in  abeyance  in  a  great  many  Unions  during 
the  years  previous  to  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1898  ? — I  do 
not  think  that  would  apply  to  Liverpool,  and  certainly  no»t 
to  Wakefield.  In  each  of  these  cases  they  say  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  vaccination  has  not  increased.  That  is  one 
of  the  strong  remarks  made  by  Mr.  Hagger  in  his  letter 
to  me  on  the  question. 

225.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  according  to  the  Returns  the 
number  of  vaccinations  has  increased  throughout  the 
country  ? — I  know  it  has  very  largely  increased,  sir. 

226.  Is  it  not  also  the  fact  that  there  has  been  a  very 
large  increase  in  the  number  of  re-vaccinations  performed 
during  the  last  few  years  in  consequence  of  the  epidemic  of 
smallpox  ? — No  doubt  that  is  so,  sir. 

227.  And  is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  cost  of  vaccination 
during  the  quarter  that  you  have  referred  to — the  30th 
June,  1903 — the  increased  cost  might  have  been  largely 
due  to  the  epidemic  of  smallpox  in  Yorkshire  and  Lanca- 
shire ? — I  think  that  would  affect  last  year  more  than  this. 
I  am  not  able  to  compare  the  figures  quarter  by  quarter, 
but  judging  from  my  own  personal  acquaintance  with  the 
district,  I  should  say  that  would  affect  last  year  more  than 
this. 

228.  Would  you  consider  that  the  increase  in  the  work 
done  by  the  public  vaccinator  has  been  due  very  much  to 
the  operations  that  he  has  to  perform  in  consequence  of  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  1898  ? — I  should  never  dispute  that 
his  work  is  very  largely  increased  for  the  same  number  of 
vaccinations.  The  domiciliary  visitation  in  itself  would 
be  a  very  large  increase  in  his  work. 

229.  Have  you  considered  in  your  Association  the  ques- 
tion of  paying  a  public  vaccinator  to  give  his  whole  time  to 
the  work  of  public  vaccination  ? — So  far  as  I  know,  there 
has  been  no  such  consideration,  but  I  would  rather  that  my 
friend,  Mr.  Dimbleby,  should  answer  that. 

230.  I  want  your  opinion  on  the  question.  Do  you 
think  it  would  be  desirable  or  otherwise  to  appoint  salaried 
officers  in  large  towns,  who  would  give  their  whole  time 
to  the  work  of  public  vaccination  ? — There  are  two  or 
three  aspects  of  that  question  that  cause  me  to  hesitate  in 
replying  when  you  put  it  to  me  on  the  spur  of  the  moment. 
In  some  views  of  the  question  I  should  say,  yes  ;  but  I  can 
see  others  in  which  it  would  not  be  desirable.  It  is  an  idea 
that  has  never  occurred  to  me  before,  and  therefore  I 
should  want  to  speak  with  some  degree  of  hesitation  before 
I  can  either  condemn  or  support  it. 

231.  Perhaps  you  are  aware  that  the  public  vaccinators 
themselves  are  anxious  to  get  fixity  of  tenure.  At  present 
they  are  turned  out  at  twenty-eight  days' notice  if  the 
guardians  desire  to  dispense  with  their  services  ? — I  was 
not  aware  of  that,  sir,  I  never  knew  one  turned  out,  and  I 
did  not  know  guardians  had  the  power  to  turn  them  out. 
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232.  Are  you  not  aware  that  the  public  vaccinator  may 
be  dismissed  at  twenty-eight  days'  notice  without  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  Local  Government  Board  ? — As  a  guardian  of 
twenty-seven  years'  experience,  sir,  I  have  to  plead  my 
ignorance — I  am  amazed  

233.  Are  you  aware  that  it  is  the  fact  that  some  public 
vaccinators  have  been  turned  out  because  they  will  not 
accept  fees  that  they  consider  are  so  low  as  to  be  unre- 
munerative  ? — I  am  sure  that  is  not  in  our  neighbourhood, 
and  I  never  heard  of  a  man  refusing  the  fees.  If  you  will 
allow  me  to  say  so,  sir,  I  think  it  would  be  far  better  if 
there  were  liberty  given  to  all  medical  men  to  perform  this 
operation.  I  can  imagine  that  many  parents  would  feel  a 
great  relief — they  would  rather  have  their  own  medical 
man  do  this  work  for  them  than  anyone  else,  especially  if 
they  could  be  assured  about  this  superior  lymph  in  which, 
rightly  or  wrongly,  they  place  so  much  confidence.  That 
would  be  to  a  great  number  of  parents  a  boon,  and  pro- 
bably would  cause  some  to  be  vaccinated  who  otherwise 
would  not.  If  every  medical  man  were  allowed  to  do  it 
and  be  paid  for  it  at  the  common  cost,  that  would  be  much 
better. 

234.  I  am  afraid  that  is  outside  the  scope  of  our  refer- 
ence, and  therefore  I  am  not  at  liberty  to  pursue  it. — I  sub- 
mit, sir,  that  it  is  within  the  reference — it  is  one  way  of 
making  the  cost  of  vaccination  less. 

235.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Mr.  Brown,  I  gather  from  your 
evidence  that  you  would  seem  to  deny  to  the  family  of  a 
medical  man  the  rights  that  you  would  give  to  the  general 
public  as  regards  vaccination  ? — Personally.  I  should  say 
that  no  man  of  ample  means  ought  to  be  vaccinated  at  the 
public  expense.    I  knew  it  was  lawful,  sir  

236.  A  medical  man's  family  is  in  no  way  different  from 
any  other  man's  family,  and  if  he  sends  for  the  public 
vaccinator  to  vaccinate  them  he  is  acting  within  his  legal 
rights  ? — I  admit  it  is  within  his  legal  rights,  but  I  think 
it  looks  bad  for  a  gentleman  to  charge  the  rates  for  the 
vaccination  of  his  own  family. 

237.  But  the  private  medical  man  cannot  vaccinate  his 
own  family  with  the  Government  lymph  ? — Quite  so. 

238.  You  know  that  the  medical  profession  is  very  de- 
sirous of  having  the  use  of  this  Government  lymph  ? — I  can 
imagine  that  they  would  be,  and  I  think  they  ought  to  be 
supplied  with  it. 

239.  Then,  since  the  private  medical  man  cannot  get  his 
own  family  vaccinated  with  the  Government  lymph  unless 
he  calls  in  the  public  vaccinator,  why  would  you  deprive 
him  of  that  right  ?  Would  you  make  the  public  vaccinator 
go  and  do  it  for  nothing  ? — In  the  case  of  a  vaccinator 
vaccinating  his  own  children  he  has  access  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  lymph. 

240.  You  will  admit  that  in  the  case  you  mention  the 
private  practitioner  was  acting  within  his  legal  rights  ? — 
He  had  a  perfect  legal  right,  but,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  it 
was  questionable.  I  cannot  imagine  a  medical  man 
accepting  services  such  as  that  in  any  other  form  than 
vaccination. 

241.  But  you  cannot  get  the  Local  Government  Board 
lymph  without  calling  in  the  public  vaccinator,  and  in 
justice  to  his  family  he  wants  them  to  have  the  best  lymph 
that  can  be  got  ? — In  each  of  the  instances  I  have  men- 
tioned he  could  have  got  over  that  difficulty  

242.  Apart  from  that,  you  will  admit  that  he  was  legally 
entitled  to  vaccination  ? — I  admitted  that  at  the  outset. 
I  was  careful  not  to  call  it  an  illegal  proceeding — only  a 
questionable  one. 

243.  But  how  is  it  questionable  ? — From  the  point  of 
view  of  taste,  sir. 

244.  But  how  ? — I  submit  that  his  being  vaccinated  at 
the  public  expense  tends  rather  to  the  encouragement  of 
the  conviction  that  I  find  in  so  many  people  that  they  have 
a  right  to  certain  services  out  of  the  rates.  Poor  people, 
knowing  that  thedoctor  is  vaccinated  at  the  public  expense, 
will  naturally  say,  "  Oh,  they  let  a  gentleman  like  that  be 
vaccinated  for  nothing,  and  yet  they  grudge  half  a  crown 
for  my  bairns." 

245.  There  is  no  grievance  if  he  has  the  same  treatment  ? 
— There  is  no  soundness  in  the  argument,  I  admit,  but  it 

*  encourages  them  in  the  opinion  that  they  can  get  more 
from  the  rates  than  they  do. 


246.  I  understood  you  to  advocate  that  all  medical  men   Mr.  Joseph 
should  be  public  vaccinators  and  have  their  fees  paid  by  Brotcn. 
the  guardians  out  of  the  rates  ? — Yes,  just  exactly  as  every 

medical  man  is  paid  for  his  notifications. 

247.  Then,  how  would  you  secure  that  this  vaccination 
by  private  practitioners  was  as  efficient  as  that  done  by 
public  vaccinators  ? — I  cannot  believe  that  a  medical  man 
would  wilfully  lie  in  any  return  that  he  made,  and  in  the 
case  of  vaccination  by  a  private  medical  gentleman  he 
would  have  to  fill  up  a  schedule  which  the  public  vacci- 
nator under  other  circumstances  would  have  to  fill  up  and 
certify  to  the  successful  character  of  the  vaccination. 

248.  You  are  aware  that  the  standard  of  public  vaccina- 
tion is  upheld  by  Government  inspection — a  Government 
Inspector  has  to  see  that  they  are  doing  the  work  up  to 
a  certain  standard  ? — I  am  aware  of  that,  sir. 

249.  Would   you   have    the   private   man  similarly 
inspected  ? — Certainly. 

250.  Then  would  you  be  prepared  to  recommend  the 
Treasury  to  appoint  Government  inspectors  enough  to  in- 
spect all  the  private  practitioners  in  the  country — about 
20,000  ? — No,  sir,  that  would  increase  very  greatly  the 
cost  of  vaccination — I  do  not  see  that  that  could  be  done. 

251.  But  the  operator  must  be  inspected — it  is  the 
operator  that  is  inspected  ? — I  understood  that  it  was 
their  work. 

252.  But  it  is  their  methods  that  are  inspected  ? — I 
certainly  should  not  advocate  that,  sir. 

253.  Mr.  Lithiby  was  trying  to  gather  from  you  whether 
you  quite  knew  the  work  which  the  public  vaccinator  has 
to  do.  Do  you  know  what  the  actual  operation  of  vac- 
cination consists  in  ? — No,  sir. 

254.  You  want  to  reduce' the  fee,  and  yet  you  do  not 
know  what  work  is  involved  ? — Of  course  you  are  entitled 
to  put  it  in  that  way. 

255.  You  are  recommending  the  reduction  of  the  fee, 
and  yet  you  do  not  know  the  amount  of  work  the  public 
vaccinator  does  for  his  money  ? — That  is  so,  sir  ;  but  I 
do  know  that  private  practitioners  do  the  same  work 
as  that  which  is  inspected  by  the  Government  for  half  the 
money.  Any  medical  man  will  fill  up  a  certificate  and 
will  send  it  in,  and  that  will  satisfy  the  authorities,  I  think, 
that  a  child  is  properly  vaccinated. 

256.  And  whenever  smallpox  comes  these  children 
flock  to  be  re-vaccinated,  because  they  are  ready  for  re- 
vaccination  when  they  are  six  or  seven  years  old,  instead 
of  waiting  until  they  are  twelve  or  thirteen  ? — I  have  no 
experience  of  that  kind. 

257.  That  is  our  experience.  I  will  not  ask  you  any 
more  questions  about  the  operation.  You  gave  us  some 
figures  as  to  the  excess  of  expenditure  as  compared  with 
previous  June  quarters  before  the  new  Act  ? — No,  sir,  I 
gave  the  details  of  the  June  quarter,  and  showed  you  that 
we  were  paying  four  times  as  much  for  vaccination  as  for 
all  other  medical  services  whatever. 

258.  Take  the  June  quarter  which  you  mentioned. 
You  said  that  in  the  June  quarter  the  expense  was  so 
much,  and  that  it  was  considerably  in  excess  of  the 
average  of  the  June  quarter  in  the  years  previously  ? — 
No,  sir,  the  Return  does  not  make  the  comparison  with 
any  previous  quarter.  It  only  compares  medical  atten- 
tion with  vaccination. 

259.  (Chairman.)  Does  that  cover  the  whole  of  the 
duties  of  the  medical  officer  ? — The  entire  attention — 
medicine,  extra  medical  fees  and  his  salary  combined. 

260.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Taking  it  as  you  say,  that  the 
salary  of  the  District  Medical  Officer  was  only  £112  for 
the  June  quarter,  and  the  vaccination  fee3  were  £427 
odd,  you  think  this  amount  much  above  what  it  ought 
to  be  ? — I  cannot  persuade  myself  that  the  value  of 
vaccination  is  four  times  the  value  of  the  medical  atten- 
tion. 

261.  You  are  quite  aware  that  there  was  smallpox  in 
the  West  Riding  during  the  June  quarter  ? — Yes,  sir, 
quite  aware  of  it,  to  my  cost. 

262.  And  that  probably  this  excess  was  owing  to  the 
large  amount  of  re-vaccinution  done  ? — If  you  look  at 
the  Return  for  the  four  years  you  will  find  that  that  is 
not  so. 
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Mr.  Joseph      263.  Do  you  mean  that  there  was  not  a  resort  to  re- 
Brown.      vaccination  ?—  The  increased  cost  was  before  the  epidemic 
came  ,  at  all. 

264.  But  the  epidemic  has  been  going  on  since  last 
year  ?— True,  but  the  biggest  cost  comes  in  three  years 

ago. 

265.  Then  that  comes  into  the  years  you  quote  ? — Yes, 

266.  And  therefore  the  large  excess  was  due  to  the 
large  amount  of  re-vaccination  ? — -I  could  not  say — that 
would  enter  into  the  question  largely,  no  doubt. 

267.  As  you  know,  people  flock  for  re-vaccination  ? — • 
The  epidemic  of  smallpox  made  its  appearance  less  than 
a  year  ago,  and  if  you  will  look  at  the  Return  that  I  have 
presented  to  you,  you  will  find  that  our  maximum  ex- 
pense will  be  somewhere  about  1900.  That  was  the 
maximum  expenditure,  and  that  was  before  we  had  any 
suspicion  of  smallpox  whatever. 

268.  During  the  time  the  Vaccination  Commission 
was  sitting  vaccination  fell  into  disuse,  people  waited  for 
the  Report  of  the  Commission.  In  that  way  vaccina- 
tion fees  in  any  union  might  be  expected  to  sink,  and 
therefore  the  four  years  during  which  the  fees  had  sunk 
would  hardly  be  a  fair  comparison  ? — That  would  not 
apply  to  Dewsbury,  sir.  Dewsbury  has  been  steadily 
increasing  in  its  vaccination  now  for  these  ten  years. 
It  is  a  matter  of  very  common  knowledge,  sir,  that  the 
vaccination  has  been  increasing  in  Dewsbury  ever  since 
the  settlement  of- the  question  between  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  and  the  guardians  about  fifteen  years  ago. 
Up  to  that  time  we  had  a  very  active  warfare  against 
veccination.  but  that  ceased  with  the  settlement  of  that 
dispute  at  that  time,  and  since  then  there  has  been  in 
Dewsbury  an  increasing  number  of  vaccination. 

269.  {Chairman.)  You  say  that  this  large  amount  is 
not  attributable  to  arrears  of  vaccination  ? — No,  sir,  it 
was  attributable  solely  to  domiciliary  visitation. 

270.  You  do  not  consider  it  is  attributable  to  the  fact 
that  cases  were  held  back  until  the  passing  of  the  Act  ? — ■ 
No,  sir.  I  am  speaking  now  with  some  little  degree  of 
hesitation,  but  I  think  the  increased  number  of  vaccina- 
tions will  apply  only  to  those  who  have  been  born  since 
the  passing  of  the  Act— it  will  not  go  back  to  those  who 
were  born  before — -and  are  now  four  or  five  years  of  age — 
they  will  all  be  children  under  one  and  a  half  years  of  age. 

271.  {Mr.  Lithiby.)  Might  it  not  have  been  due  to  the 
exceptional  activity  of  the  vaccination  officer  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act  of  1898  in  endeavouring  to  get  parents 
to  have  their  children  vaccinated  ? — That  is  so,  sir.  It 
was  due]'also  to  domiciliary  visitation  and  its  attendant 
arrangements. 

272.  {Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  This  excessive  expenditure  re- 
presents arrears  which  go  a  year  or  two  back  ? — No,  that 
increase  will  have  been  in  the  vaccinations  and  the  births 
in  that  year. 

273.  There  was  an  increased  number  of  vaccinations 
under  the  new  Act  ? — Yes,  sir. 

274.  And  therefore  the  increased  expense  is  due  to  the 
increased  vaccinations — you  get  value  for  your  money  ? — 
Yes,  sir,  from  that  point  of  view.  You  see  we  have  had 
a  peculiar  experience  in  Dewsbury — for  many  years  we 
were  the  least  vaccinated  town  in  the  kingdom,  then 
Leicester  took  our  place,  but  Dewsbury  has  been  less  and 
less  antagonistic  as  time  went  on.  For  the  last  fifteen 
years  there  has  been  no  actual,  active  propaganda  work 
done  on  the  part  of  the  anti-vaccination  movement — for 
ten  or  twelve  years  at  least. 

275.  But  it  is  the  fact  that  the  Acts  were  not  being 
enforced  very  actively,  because  here  is  a  diminution?- — 
I  am  surprised  to  see  it,  but  there  will  be  other  explana- 
tions, inasmuch  as  Dewsbury  township  is  not  differentiated 
from  the  others,  and  some  of  the  outlying  districts  were 
always  better  vaccinated  than  Dewsbury.  I  daresay 
they  will  have  flagged  and  Dewsbury  improved,  and  one 
will  balance  the  other. 

276.  You  said  that  vaccination  was  done  by  private 
practitioners  for  never  more  than  2s.  6d.  ? — I  have  never 
heard  of  any  more  being  charged. 

277.  Does  the  practitioner  go  to  the  home  ? — Yes,  sir. 


278.  Does  he  include  that  as  part  of  the  confinement 
fee — will  he  vaccinate  at  a  reduced  rate,  do  you  think, 
in  view  of  his  having  attended  the  mother  in  her  confine- 
ment ? — I  do  not  know  about  that,  but  I  know  that  it  is 
recognised  as  the  orthodox  fee  for  vaccination — 2s.  6d. 

279.  Then  for  that  2s.  6d.  does  he  carry  out  the  strict 
regulations  which  the  Board  enforce  from  public  vacci- 
nators ? — I  should  not  like  to  say  so  much,  but  I  take  it 
for  granted  that  he  will  see  that  it  is  attended  with  all  due 
care  as  a  medical  man — at  least  that  he  will  take  as  much 
care  as  a  public  vaccinator. 

280.  You  may  take  it  from  me  that  they  do  not.  You 
compare  the  expenditure  for  poor  law  medical  relief  with 
that  for  public  vaccination  ? — Yes,  sir. 

281.  You  will  admit  that  the  poor  law  fees  are  for  a 
limited  portion  of  the  population^ the  pauper  portion, 
whereas  the  vaccination  fees  are  for  the  whole  of  the 
public,  therefore  they  are  hardly  comparable  ? — No,  sir, 
the  public  vaccination  fees  are  for  those  born  that  year. 
The  medical  officer's  fees  are  for  an  the  paupers  living. 
The  proportion  of  paupers  living  compared  with  the 
total  population  will  be  greater  than  the  number  of 
births  to  the  year, 

282.  Can  you  supply  us  with  these  figures  ? — Certainly, 
sir,  I  can  give  you  that  so  far  as  they  affect  our  union.  I 
will  insert  them.    {See  Appendix,  No.  VJ.) 

283.  Are  you  aware  that  there  has  been  a  tendency 
amongst  guardians  to  fix  the  salaries  of  the  district 
medical  officers  at  a  smaller  scale  than  formerly,  on  the 
plea  that  they  will  be  deriving  great  advantage  from  the 
associated  office  of  public  vaccinator  ? — I  never  heard  of 
it,  sir.  We  have  in  many  instances  increased  the  salaries 
of  our  district  medical  officers  within  these  last  few  years. 

284.  Owing  to  the  growth  of  the  population  ? — No,  sir, 
On  the  passing  of  the  Local  Government  Act  we  had  our 
union  re-arranged  ;  owing  to  the  creation  of  two  or  three 
new  parishes  we  added  several  medical  officerships  and  so 
made  new  offices — we  increased  the  number,  but  we  did 
not  reduce  the  fee  of  any  one  of  them,  although  we  took 
away  part  of  the  districts  of  some  of  them. 

285.  You  may  take  it  from  me  that  there  are  certain 
guardians  who  have  done  so.  I  should  have  thought 
your  Association  would  have  been  aware  of  it  ? — I  can 
believe  it  would  be  so  in  some  cases. 

286.  You  think  there  should  be  a  graduated  scale  of 
fees  ? — I  should  always  pay  any  man,  sir,  a  fair  remunera- 
tion for  his  work. 

287.  You  are  aware  that  the  old  fees  were  not  very 
remunerative  ? — Well,  you  see,  circumstances  have  altered, 
sir. 

288.  Under  the  circumstances  they  were  not  remunera- 
tive ? — Considering  that  they  were  done  in  a  station 
where  all  were  supposed  to  come  for  the  purpose,  and  the 
medical  officer  had  to  go  there  in  the  execution  of  his 
ordinary  duties — the  circumstances  are  altogether  different. 

289.  But  your  Association  is  complaining  now  of  the 
great  increase  in  the  cost  ? — They  are,  sir. 

290.  But  you  did  not  take  into  consideration  the  great 
difference  in  the  circumstances  ? — The  difference  will 
hardly  account  for  that,  sir.  So  far  as  thickly-populated 
areas  are  concerned  the  work  is  not  increased,  not  to  that 
extent,  at  all  events. 

291.  {Mr.  Vallance.)  This  amount  £1,266  in  1900— you 
are  not  able  to  say  what  proportion  of  that  would  be  for 
re -vaccination  ? — Very  little,  indeed,  sir.  At  that  time 
we  had  never  heard  of  re-vaccinations — it  was  not  until 
this  epidemic  started. 

292.  In  considering  this  question  of  remuneration  of 
public  vaccinators,  have  you  been  led  to  differentiate 
between  vaccination  and  re-vaccination  ? — The  Associa- 
tion has  considered  that,  but  Mr.  Dimbleby  will  be  able 
to  speak  about  that  better  than  I  can. 

293.  May  we  take  it  that  the  £116  4s.  2d.  paid  in  the 
quarter  ending  30th  June  last  to  the  public  vaccinator  of 
Dewsbury  was  a  normal  one  ? — I  should  think  so,  sir, 
but  that  will  answer  itself  by  a  comparison  with  the  other 
figures.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  there  being  any  abnormal 
increase  during  that  quarter. 
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294.  If  we  multiply  this  return  by  four,  we  get  an 
exaggerated  amount  of  £1,600  ? — That  is  the  quarter 
ending  in  June — there  will  be  more  vaccinations  during 
these  months  than  in  the  winter  months — thatmayaccount 
for  it. 

295.  Have  you  yourself  seen  on  the  Board-room  table 
the  vaccinator's  register  ? — I  have,  sir. 

296.  Have  you  gone  through  it  at  all  and  seen  whether 
there  is  any  considerable  number  of  re-vaccinations  ? — I 
have,  sir. 

297.  Have  you  noticed  in  the  re-vaccinations  whether 
more  than  one  individual  has  frequently  been  re- vaccinated 
in  the  same  house  at  the  same  time  ? — Yes,  I  have  also 
seen  that  re-vaccinations  have  taken  place  in  lodging- 
houses,  where  as  many  as  forty  have  been  done  at  the  same 
time  ;  in  works,  where  probably  they  have  gone  in  hundreds 
where  the  public  vaccinator  has  gone  into  the  works.  We 
have  been  told  of  an  instance  where  the  public  vaccinator 
in  one  case  went  to  a  lodging-house  in  Dewsbury  and  gave 
each  man  a  shilling  in  order  to  induce  him  to  be  vac- 
cinated. 

298.  Have  you  reason  to  be  satisfied  generally  with  the 
salary  and  emoluments  allowed  by  your  Board  to  the 
medical  officers  ?— I  think  so,  we  always  have  a  great  run 
for  the  offices  when  they  are  vacant. 

299.  (The  Chairman.)  Is  that  a  complete  answer  ? — I 
think  so,  sir,  from  that  point  of  view,  at  all  events.  I 
can  say  this,  that  we  do  not  pay  an  extravagant  amount 
in  any  of  our  districts  in  Dewsbury,  nevertheless  at  the 
present  salary  we  always  have  a  large  number  of  applicants 
for  any  vacancy. 

300.  And  if  you  halved  it  would  you  get  as  many  ? — No, 
I  do  not  think  we  should. 

301.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  May  I  take  it  from  your  evidence 
that  the  position  you  take  is  this — that  there  are  many 
cases  in  which  the  minimum  fee  allowed  under  Article  3  (b) 
is  insufficient  to  remunerate  a  public  vaccinator  for  the 
duties  he  has  to  discharge  ? — I  have  no  knowledge  of  that 
— I  could  not  say  that  of  my  own  knowledge. 

.  302.  May  we  take  it  that  there  might  be  cases  in  which, 
by  reason  of  distance  and  other  circumstances,  the 
minimum  fee  must  be  multiplied  considerably  to  re- 
munerate a  public  vaccinator  for  the  duties  he  has  to  dis- 
charge 1—1  have  not  intentionally  said  that,  sir.  The 
fee  that  would  pay  a  man  in  Dewsbury  would  never  pay 
a  man  up  at  Settle — it  ought  to  be  more  for  Settle  than  for 
Dewsbury  and  its  districts. 

303.  But  in  the  sparsely -peopled  districts,  such  as  cer- 
tain districts  in  Wales,  it  would  not  be  reasonable  to 
expect  a  public  vaccinator  to  travel  long  distances  to 
vaccinate  for  the  same  fee  ? — I  have  said  so,  sir. 

304.  But  what  you  say  is  that  there  are  cases — in  a 


thickly-populated  area,  for  instance — where  the  minimum  Mr.  J 
fee  is  not  necessary,  or  too  high  ? — It  is  extravagant.  Bro 

305.  In  referenee  to  the  fee  for  re-vaccination — that 
you  do  not  touch  upon  ? — I  say  so  far  as  the  Association's 
action  is  concerned,  Mr.  Dimbleby  will  speak  for  it.  Re- 
vaccination  ought  not  to  be  done  at  the  man's  home, 
because  he  must  be  well  enough  to  come  to  the  surgery, 
or  else  he  is  not  well  enough  to  be  vaccinated  at  all,  and 
there  is  not  the  same  risk  for  an  adult  as  for  a  child. 

306.  Have  you  had  a  serious  epidemic  of  smallpox  in 
Dewsbury  ? — It  is  more  serious  than  we  like. 

307.  You  have  not  made  any  application  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  to  open  a  station  ? — I  never  heard  of 
any  such  suggestion. 

308.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  But  that  would  have  reduced  the 
cost  of  re-vaccination  very  materially.  If  you  had  opened 
a  station  and  had  all  the  cases  come  to  the  station — if  you 
had  given  the  facilities,  there  would  have  been  no  occa- 
sion for  the  public  vaccinator  to  go  to  the  homes  ? — I  do 
not  know  how  that  might  be,  sir,  I  am  sure. 

309.  (The  Chairman.)  Mr.  Brown,  you  have  been  good 
enough  to  give  us  a  good  deal  of  valuable  information 
about  public  vaccinators.  Now  as  to  vaccination  officers, 
have  you  anything  to  say  as  to  them  ? — I  do  not  think  I 
have  anything  to  say  about  them.  The  fees  that  we  pay 
to  the  vaccination  officer  now  are  the  fees  that  we  paid 
before  the  Act  was  passed.  I  have  nothing  to  say  about 
them,  sir.  I  have  no  knowledge  of  any  complaints  from 
my  own  personal  experience. 

310.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  I  should  like,  if  I  may,  to  ask  one 
question  arising  out  of  Mr.  Vallance's  examination,  and 
that  is  this.  With  regard  to  the  cost  of  re-vaccination, 
you  have  said  that  many  men  have  been  re-vaccinated  at 
workshops.  You  are  aware,  I  suppose,  that  the  Local 
Government  Board  have  suggested  a  reduction  of  the  cost 
of  re-vaccination  in  workshops  ? — I  was  not  aware  of 
that,  sir. 

311.  Where  one  vaccination  is  done,  the  cost  is  5s. 
The  Board  have  suggested  that  where  more  than  one 
vaccination  is  done,  the  cost  per  case  after  the  first  should 
be  only  2s.  6d. — you  are  aware  that  that  plan  has  been 
adopted  in  many  Unions  throughout  the  country  ? — I 
was  not  aware  of  it,  sir.  But  I  should  still  revert  to  my 
own  suggestion — that  they  should  be  done  at  the  public 
vaccinator's  surgery, 

312.  The  case  I  am  putting  to  you  is  a  case  where  the 
re-vaccination  is  not  done  at  the  home  of  the  patient,  but 
at  the  place  where  he  works  ? — I  submit  that  the  same  fee 
should  be  payable  there.  I  venture  to  submit  that  2s.  6d. 
would  be  ample  in  any  case. 

313.  You  will  be  glad  to  learn  that  this  has  been  sug- 
gested and  done  in  many  cases — you  approve  of  the  prac- 
tice ? — I  think  that  would  be  a  reasonable  fee,  sir. 


Mr.  Frederick  William  Dimbleby  called;  and  Examinedi 


314.  (Chairman.)  Mn  Dimbleby,  you  are  a  Vice- 
President  of  the  Association  of  Poor  Law  Unions  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales  ? — Yes. 

315.  You  are  also  a  member  of  the  Richmond  Board  of 
Guardians  ? — Yes. 

316.  And  Chairman  of  the  Finance  and  General  Pur- 
poses Committee  of  the  Association  of  Poor  Law  Unions  ? 
—Yes. 

317.  Your  Association  has  received  complaints  of  the 
increase  in  the  cost  of  vaccination  since  the  issue  of  the 
Vaccination  Order,  1898  ?— Yes. 

318.  Will  you  briefly  indicate  the  action  taken  thereon 
by  your  Association  ? — The  Council  of  the  Association  in 
1900  referred  the  matter  to  its  Finance  and  General 
Purposes  Committee.  On  their  recommendation  the 
Council  resolved  to  endeavour  to  get  a  Member  of 
the  House  of  Commons  to  move  for  a  Return  show- 


ing the  amount  of  fees  paid  to  vaccination  officers 
and  public  vaccinators  by  the  various  unions  for  the 
years  1897,  1898  and  1899.  Mr.  Channing  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
whether  he  would  give  such  a  Return,  but  was  refused 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  unnecessary,  Mr.  Chan- 
ning subsequently  gave  notice  for  a  Return,  and  the  Council 
of  the  Poor  Law  Unions  Association  wrote  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  supporting  the  granting  of  it,  but 
the  reply  was  that  it  could  not  be  agreed  to,  as  the 
particulars  required  could  only  be  obtained  by  a  special  Re- 
turn from  each  Board,  the  preparation  and  tabulation  of 
which  would  involve  considerable  labour  on  both  the 
Local  Government  Board  and  Guardians'  officers,  and 
the  comparison  between  years  in  which  vaccination  was 
in  abeyance  and  in  which  it  had  been  generally  accepted 
would  be  misleading.  All  this  was  reported  to  the  As- 
sociation at  its  annual  meeting  on  November  15th  and 
16th,  1900,  when  some  200  Boards  were  directly  repre- 
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Mr.Dimhleby,  sented.  The  general  view  seemed  to  be  (in  that  meeting) 
that  the  Council  had  not  been  sufficiently  decided  and 
forceful  in  its  action,  and  a  resolution  was  adopted  re- 
ferring the  matter  back  to  the  Council  "  with  a  view  to 
getting  a  reduction  of  the  enormous  charges  under  the  new 
Act  " — those  are  the  words  of  the  resolution.  The  Council 
again  referred  the  matter  to  my  Committee,  who  felt  that 
there  was  some  difficulty  in  dealing  with  it,  owing  to  the 
fact  that  many  boards  were  paying  more  than  the  minimum 
fees.  They  so  reported  to  the  Council,  who  resolved — ■ 
"  That  whilst  of  opinion  that  there  might  be  room  for  a 
reduction  of  the  minimum  fees  paid  to  public  vaccinators 
in  closely-populated  districts,  the  Council  consider  that 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  so  many  Boards  now  pay  more 
tban  the  minimum  fees,  the  Local  Government  Board 
could  not  be  asked  to  reduce  such  fees  with  any  chance  of 
success."  This,  however,  did  not  satisfy  the  Association 
in  annual  meeting,  which,  in  November,  1901,  again  re- 
ferred the  matter  back  to  the  Council.  At  the  reques*  of 
the  Council,  my  Committee  again  took  the  matter  into  its 
consideration,  going  into  it  in  greater  detail,  and  dealing 
with  communications  from  a  number  of  Boards.  The 
Committee  reported  to  the  Council,  who  resolved  that  it 
"  did  not  consider  the  minimum  fees  payable  to  vaccina- 
tion officers,  and  to  medical  officers  performing  vaccina- 
tion on  persons  in  the  workhouses,  were  excessive,  nor 
could  complaint  be  made  as  to  the  costs  of  prosecutions, 
but  that  the  minimum  fees  paid  to  public  vaccinators 
were  too  high,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that  in  many  cases 
private  practitioners,  and  in  some  cases  even  public 
vaccinators,  when  vaccinating  in  their  private  capacity, 
performed  vaccination  under  the  same  conditions  as  those 
required  by  the  Order  for  lower  fees  than  the  minimum 
fees,  and  that  such  fees  should  accordingly  be  reduced." 
This  was  reported  to  the  annual  meeting  in  November, 
1902,  and  once  more  there  was  a  motion  to  refer  back  to 
the  Council,  this  being  coupled  with  instructions  "  to  urge 
the  reception  of  an  influential  deputation  by  the  Local 
Government  Board,  to  urge  an  immediate  reduction  of 
the  fees".  ;  but  this  was  withdrawn  upon  an  assurance 
that  the  Council  had  already  referred  the  question  of 
amendments  of  the  Acts  to  my  Committee,  who  had  not 
yet  reported.  This  year  the  Committee  has  given  further 
consideration  to  the  question  of  fees,  and,  upon  its  recom- 
mendation, the  Council  has  resolved — "  (1)  that  the  fees 
payable  to  public  vaccinators  should  be — (a)  a  fee  of  not 
less  than  one  shilling  as  at  present  provided  by  Article  3 
(a)  of  the  Vaccination  Order,  1898.  (b)  a  fee  of  not  less 
than  2s.  6d.  for  each  successful  case  of  vaccination  or  re- 
vaccination,  wherever  performed.  (2)  That  the  fees 
payable  to  vaccination  officers  should  remain  as  at  present. 
(3)  That  every  registered  medical  practitioner  should  be 
entitled  to  receive  a  fee  of  2s.  6d.  from  the  public  funds 
for  every  certificate  of  successful  vaccination  or  re-vaccina- 
tion sent  to  vaccination  officers."  It  will  be  observed 
that  we  are  now  dealing  with  the  smallest  fees  that  may 
be  paid  in  the  most  favourable  circumstances.  In  com- 
pact and  well-populated  districts,  where  the  cases  are 
numerous,  and  where  the  whole  population  may  be  within 
a  mile  of  the  public  vaccinator's  surgery,  2s.  6d.  seems  to 
be  a  sufficient  fee  under  Article  3  (b)  of  the  Order  of  1898, 
but  it  is  manifest  that  in  scattered  districts,  where  there 
are  considerable  distances  to  travel,  and  where  there  are 
other  unfavourable  circumstances,  the  fee  may  be  larger. 
I  believe  guardians  generally  are  quite  prepared  to  deal 
justly  with  their  public  vaccinators,  as  with  their  other 
officers,  and  that  there  is  no  need  to  provide  minimum 
fees,  except  as  a  guide  to  guardians  where  all  the  circum- 
stances are  favourable.  If,  in  isolated  cases,  injustice 
were  attempted,  the  Local  Government  Board  would  be 
able  to  prevent  it,  for  the  contracts  with  public  vaccinators 
are,  I  believe,  subject  to  their  approval.  You  have  had 
some  figures  as  to  the  Wakefield  Union  given  to  you 
by  Mr.  Brown.  We  have  had  sent  in  to  our  Association 
figures  from  the  Stone  Union,  which  perhaps  I  may  give 
you.  The  amounts  paid  to  public  vaccinators  in  the  four 
years  ended  Lady  Day,  1898,  in  the  Stone  Union  were 
£224  lis.  7d. ,  and  in  the  four  years  ended  Lady  Day,  1902, 
£642  7s.  Od.  I  have  obtained  similar  information  with 
regard  to  the  Richmond  Union.  In  the  last  four  years 
before  the  Order  came  into  operation  we  paid  our  public 
vaccinators  £252  7s.  2d.  In  the  first  four  years  after  it 
came  into  operation  we  paid  them  £2,240  9s.  3d. 

319.     (Mr.    Liihihtj.)     May  I    interrupt  you,  Mr. 
Dimbleby  ?  Can  you  give  us  the  number  of  vaccinations 


performed  respectively  in  those  periods  ? — I  can  tell  you 
what  the  fees  were,  and  the  number  of  vaccinations  can  be 
got  by  dividing.  Usually  before  the  Order  the  pay- 
ments to  public  vaccinators  in  the  Richmond  Union  were 
from  £60  to  £70  per  annum.  Last  year  they  amounted 
to  £1,075  8s.  3d.  One  public  vaccinator,  whose  accounts 
before  the  Order  ranged  from  £25  to  £35  per  annum, 
received  last  year  £772  Is.  3d. 

320.  Would  you  add  to  your  statement  the  number  of 
vaccinations  and  re-vaccinations  in  those  years  ? — I  will 
endeavour  to  get  that  information.  (See  Appendix,  No. 
VII.)  I  should  like  to  say  tnat  in  my  union  the  increased 
sums  paid  to  public  vaccinators  do  not  represent  the  pull- 
ing up  of  arrears,  because  vaccination  has  never  been  in 
abeyance  in  my  union  ;  it  has  always  been  a  well- vaccinated 
union.  The  reports  presented  periodically  have  shown 
the  number  of  postponements,  and  have  accounted  for 
the  cases  almost  to  the  last  one,  so  we  have  always  been 
a  well- vaccinated  union  and  we  did  not  have  arrears. 

321.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  But  in  the  pressure  of  the 
epidemic  of  smallpox  there  may  have  been  increased 
interest  taken  in  vaccination  ? — Quite  so.  I  may  add 
that  the  £772  which  one  public  vaccinator  received  last 
year  would  under  the  reduced  minimum  proposed  by  the 
Association  have  represented  over  £300.  In  addition  he 
had  all  his  work  as  medical  officer  of  the  largest  district  in 
the  union.  He  held  a  number  of  public  appointments, 
he  did  not  find  it  necessary  to  keep  any  assistant,  and 
he  carried  on  his  private  practice. 

322.  With  regard  to  this  sum  of  £2,240  9s.-  3d. 
in  the  first  four  years  after  the  Act  came  into 
operation,  may  the  excess  not  have  been  due  to  the 
fact  that  you  paid  fees  largely  in  excess  of  the  minimum 
fees  in  the  Richmond  Union  after  the  Act  came  into 
operation  ? — Partly. 

323.  And  that  was  done  by  the  consent  of  the  guardians  ? 
—It  was  ;  we  had  a  conference  with  the  publio  vaccinators, 
they  met  our  Finance  Committee  to  discuss  what  the  fees 
should  be  under  the  new  Act.  We  were  anxious  not  to 
do  any  injustice  to  the  public  vaccinators,  and  we  fixed 
the  fees  under  Article  3  (a)  at  Is.  3d. 

324.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  The  birth  fee  was  2sj  3d.  and  the 
vaccination  fee  6s.  9d.  ?— Then  there  must  have  been 
some  mistake,  probably  you  have  the  correct  figures.  It 
was  given  to  me  by  our  clerk  as  Is.  3d.  It  is  just  possible 
that  it  has  been  altered.  (See  Appendix,  No.  VII.) 

325.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  What  fees  prevail  now  ? — In  con- 
sequence of  the  great  cost  we  went  into  the  matter  again 
last  year,  and  we  have  now  reduced  the  fees  to  the  mini- 
mum, and  I  may  say  that  no  medical  officer  has  raised 
any  objection. 

326.  How  long  has  that  been  the  case  ? — During  this 
year.  We  consulted  the  medical  officers  on  the  subject, 
but  they  have  not  objected  to  what  we  did. 

327.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  The  alteration  took  place  on  the 
7th  October,  1902  ?— Yes. 

328.  It  came  into  force  for  Richmond  on  the  11th 
February,  1902  ? — Yes,  approximately  those  dates  are 
correct  at  all  events. 

329.  I  am  giving  the  date  of  approval  of  contract.  The 
alteration  came  into  force  in  Kew  on  the  11th  February, 
1902,  and  in  Mortlake  the  alteration  seems  only  to  have 
taken  effect  in  July,  1903  ? — There  was  a  new  appointment 
at  Mortlake,  that  may  have  been  the  reason  ;  we  had,  of 
course,  to  negotiate  new  contracts  with  the  medical  man. 

330.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Then  the  figures  you  have  quoted 
for  the  four  years  ended  Lady  Day,  1902,  are  not  figures 
upon  the  basis  of  prevailing  fees  ? — Not  on  the  prevailing 
fees.  No.  The  fees  have  since  been  reduced  to  the 
minimum  fees.  I  wish  to  add  that  I  think  some  strong 
measure  is  required  to  prevent  public  vaccinators  dis- 
couraging vaccination  at  their  surgeries  when  it  can 
properly  be  carried  out  there. 

331.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Do  you  mean  the  vaccination  of 
infants  ? — Well,  even  the  vaccination  of  infants.  I  can- 
not see  any  reason  why  they  should  not  be  vaccinated  in 
the  surgery. 

332.  Are  you  aware  of  the  provision  in  the  Act  which 
practically  forbids  vaccination  at  the  surgery  ? — Does  it 
go  so  far  as  that,  as  to  forbid  vaccination  ? 
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333.  At  the  public  expense  ? — Even  if  that  be  so,  my 
remark,  I  think,  will  have  great  force  with  regard  to 
re-vaccination.  It  is  to  be  feared  that  in  some  instances 
the  public  vaccinators  put  obstacles  in  the  way  of  vac- 
cination or  re-vaccination  at  their  surgeries,  and  so  cast 
quite  unnecessarily  an  additional  expense  upon  the  rates. 
I  know  of  one  case  in  which  it  was  the  practice  of  a  publie 
vaccinator,  when  a  call  was  made  at  his  surgery  for  vac- 
cination or  re-vaccination,  to  instruct  his  servant  to  take 
the  name  and  address  of  the  applicant  and  say  that  he 
would  call.  He  subsequently  went  to  the  home  of  the 
applicant,  performed  the  vaccination  there,  and  charged 
the  double  fee  allowed  for  vaccination  at  the  home  of  the 
patient.  When  taxed  with  it  afterwards  by  a  Committee 
of  his  Board,  he  fully  admitted  it,  and  attempted  to  justify 
his  conduct  by  pleading  that  it  was  the  evident  desire  of 
Parliament  and  the  Local  Government  Board  that  all 
vaccinations  should  be  performed  at  the  homes  of  the 
patients,- 

334.  Did  he  mean  primary  vaccinations  ? — The  specific 
case  that  was  brought  to  his  notice  was  a  case  of  re-vaccina- 
tion of  an  adult,  and  he  said  it  was  the  evident  desire  of 
Parliament  and  the  Local  Government  Board  that  all 
vaccinations  (and  of  course  he  included  this  particular 
case)  should  be  done  at  home.  The  fee  for  vaccination 
should  not  be  so  large  as  to  induce  public  vaccinators  to 
act  in  this  way.  The  fee  is  now  so  large  that  I  am  afraid 
some  men  are  tempted  to  do  irregular  things — and  I 
suggest  that  that  was  an  irregular  thing. 

335.  (Jfr.  Vallance.)  Have  you  had  any  stational 
vaccination  at  all  since  the  Act  passed  ? — No. 

336.  And  the  re-vaccination  was,  so  far  as  you  know, 
entirely  domiciliary  ? — There  have  been  some  cases  where 
people  have  insisted  that  he  should  re-vaccinate  them  in 
his  surgery.  Some  members  of  the  Board  of  Guardians 
have  done  that. 

337.  In  your  general  objection  to  the  fee,  I  take  it  that 
you  do  differentiate  between  the  primary  vaccination  and 
the  re-vaccination  ? — No,  I  think  the  fee  is  too  much  for 
primary  vaccination  or  for  re- vaccination.  Please  re- 
member we  are  speaking  now  of  minimum  fees — the  most 
favourable  circumstances,  a  small  area,  a  compact  popula- 
tion, with  the  medical  officer  of  health  continually  about 
in  that  small  area.  In  that  case  the  minimum  fee  is  too 
large; 

337a.  Whether  for  primary  infantile  vaccination  or  re- 
vaccination  1 — Yes. 

338.  Assuming  that  the  fees  for  domiciliary  vaccination 
were  fixed,  would  you  say  that  that  fee  should  be  applic- 
able both  to  the  case  of  infants  and  the  case  of  adults 
vaccinated  and  re-vaccinated  ? — I  am  afraid  I  have  not 
considered  the  question  of  a  difference  between  the  fee 
for  vaccination  and  re-vaccination. 

339.  An  adult  is  capable  of  attending  a  surgery,  whilst 
there  are  special  reasons  (which  the  Legislature  has  dealt 
with  by  requiring  domiciliary  vaccination)  why  infants 
should  not  do  so.  If  attendance  at  a  surgery  were  given 
for  re-vaccination  the  lower  fee  would  be  sufficient,  would 
it  not  ? — Yes. 

340.  But  generally  the  complaint  you  have  urged  is 
that  the  fee  for  vaccination  and  re-vaccination  is  fixed 
too  high  as  a  minimum  ? — Yes,  it  is  too  high  even  in  the 
case  of  domiciliary  vaccination  of  infants. 

341.  You  would  not  deny  that  there  are  cases  in  which 
the  minimum  fee  is  nowhere  near  the  mark  ? — Oh,  cer- 
tainly not ;  there  may  be  cases  where  long  distances  have 
to  be  travelled,  where  medical  officers  have  exceedingly 
wide  areas,  and  where  the  means  of  communication  are 
small,  and  in  such  cases  I  quite  agree  that  the  fee  might 
be  considerably  higher. 

342.  Have  you  appointed  public  vaccinators  to  devote 
their  whole  time  to  their  duties  in  the  Richmond  Union  ? — 
No,  there  would  not  be  enough  work  to  keep  one  going. 

343.  Are  the  public  vaccinators  all  district  medical 
officers  ? — Yes. 

344.  And  in  the  discharge  of  their  duties  as  medical 
officers  they  are  travelling  over  the  same  ground  ?— Quite. 

345.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  You  say  in  the  Resolution  of 
your  Association  "  that  the  minimum  fees  paid  to  public 
vaccinators  are  too  high,  having  regard  to  the  fact  that  in 


many  cases  private  practitioners,  and  in  some  cases  even  Mr.Dimblehy. 
public  vaccinators,  when  vaccinating  in  their  private 
capacity,  performed  vaccination  under  the  same  condi- 
tions as  those  required  by  the  Order  for  lower  fees  than  the 
minimum  fees.''  Is  your  Association  in  a  position  to  prove 
that  private  vaccination  is  carried  out  under  the  same 
conditions  as  public  vaccination  is  ? — My  opinion  is  that 
from  the  medical  point  of  view  the  conditions  are  the 
same,  but  of  course  I  am  a  layman,  and  I  speak  with 
hesitation. 

346.  But  the  medical  point  of  view  is  they  are  not,  and 
that  is  the  whole  crux  of  the  matter  ? — Do  you  mean,  sir, 
that  a  conscientious  man  would  not  perform  the  duties 
as  much  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
as  a  district  medical  officer  

347.  A  private  practitioner  does  not  acknowledge  the 
Local  Government  Board,  he  has  no  copy  of  their  Instruc- 
tions.- As  you  are  aware,  a  large  amount  of  vaccination 
is  done  by  what  we  may  call  "  sixpenny  "  doctors.  You 
would  include  the  sixpenny  doctors.  You  say  that  a  fee 
of  2s.  6d.  should  be  payable  to  every  registered  medical 
practitioner  from  the  public  funds  ? — That  is  another 
point.  I  shall  be  prepared  to  discuss  that  point. 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  public  vaccinators  perform  vacci- 
nations for  less  than  the  minimum  fee  ■ 

348.  You  say  in  many  cases  private  practitioners  per- 
form the  operation  under  the  same  conditions  as  those 
required  by  the  Order  for  lower  fees.  Have  you  evidence 
to  show  that  private  practitioners  do  do  that  ?  The 
evidence  of  our  inspectors  is  to  the  contrary  ? — I  am  sur- 
prised if  you  tell  me  that  men  of  honour  and  integrity  do 
not  perform  a  duty  for  which  they  accept  a  fee.  There 
may  be  some  cases  in  which  men  are  so  dishonest  as  that, 
but  I  should  not  like  to  cast  such  a  reflection  upon  the 
whole  profession. 

349.  It  is  not  a  question  of  honour.  You  are  pro- 
bably aware  that  medical  men  do  not  all  approach  the 
vaccination  question  from  the  same  point  of  view.  You 
are  aware  that  the  Board  exacts  a  high  standard  because 
the  money  is  paid  out  of  public  funds.  That  high  stan- 
dard includes  all  the  most  modern  methods  of  surgical 
operation.  There  are  many  members  of  the  profession  who 
do  not  accept  the  high  standard  which  the  Board  exacts, 
nor  do  they  think  it  worthwhile  to  take  all  the  trouble  which 
the  Board  requires  ? — I  am  surprised  that  there  are  any. 
I  should  think  there  are  not  many  men  who  believe  in 
vaccination  and  yet  do  not  desire  to  conscientiously  carry 
it  out. 

350.  They  are  conscientious,  no  doubt,  but  they  say 
these  precautions  are  not  necessary,  we  say  they  are  ? — 
I  do  not  know,  I  only  say  that  a  conscientious  man  would 
surely  perform  vaccination  according  to  law,  and  although 
there  may  be  some  men  who  would  not  act  honourably  

351.  There  is  no  law  as  to  how  vaccination  shall  be  per- 
formed, except  public  vaccination,  and  the  reason  why 
that  is  so  carefully  supervised  is  because  it  is  paid  for  out 
of  public  funds.  Your  proposal  involves  that  every 
private  practitioner  shall  be  supervised.  I  want  you  to 
tell  me,  do  you  understand  the  conditions  under  which 
these  operations  are  performed  ? — I  have  such  general 
knowledge  as  a  layman  may  have. 

352<  Are  you  aware  of  the  work  that  is  involved — the 
first  thing  to  be  done  is  to  wash  and  dry  the  arm  t — Yes, 
I  know  that. 

353.  Many  private  practitioners  do  not  admit  that  that 
is  necessary  ? — I  know  that  is  required  now. 

354.  That  is  one  of  the  essential  things — the  arm  is 
washed  with  some  antiseptic  ? — I  know  it  is  required  to 
wash  the  arm. 

355.  This  is  a  large  amount  of  trouble  which  is  imposed 
by  the  Board  on  the  public  vaccinator  which  the  private 
practitioner  has  not  to  do  ? — I  have  read  the  regulations 
which  the  Local  Government  Board  imposes  on  public 
vaccinators,  and  I  have  read  them  in  the  light  of  the  pro- 
posals of  my  Association. 

356.  Do  you  say  that  private  practitioners  do  the  same 
in  many  cases  ? — I  only  assume  that  honourable  men  who 
are  called  upon  to  perform  an  operation  which  is  required 
by  law  will  perform  it  efficiently. 

357.  You  are  evading  my  point. —  I  hope  not,  sir. 

358.  In  medicine  there  are  many  opinions.    Many  men 
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Mr.Dimbleby.  do  not  regard  these  directions  as  requisite.  They  regard 
the  old  method  of  just  scratching  the  arm  and  rubbing  in 
the  lymph  as  quite  sufficient.  The  Board  used  to  consider 
it  as  sufficient,  but  the  Board  does  not  now  consider  it  suf- 
ficent,  and  therefore  exacts  a  great  amount  of  painstaking 
detail,  which  takes  up  time  and  requires  skill.  But  you 
assume  that  it  does  not  take  up  time  or  require  skill ;  you 
assume  that  it  is  done  in  the  same  way  as  by  a  private 
practitioner  ? — I  assume  that  it  is  done  by  the  private 
practitioner,  generally  speaking,  subject  to  exceptions,  in 
the  same  way  as  by  the  public  vaccinator. 

359.  That  is  a  wrong  assumption. — I  assume,  of  course, 
that  the  members  of  the  profession  generally  are  honour- 
able men,  and  as  they  are  called  upon  to  fill  up  a  certificate 
to  the  effect  that  vaccination  has  been  performed  efficiently 
they  will  do  it. 

360.  Not  "  efficient  successful  "  is  the  word  ? — 
Then,  if  it  is  not  efficient,  a  man  has  no  right  to  take  his  fee. 

361.  The  increased  cost  has  been  necessitated  by  the 
increased  care  and  the  time  requisite  ? — Yes.  Am  I  to 
assume  that  a  medical  man  of  high  standing  

362.  All  the  profession  are  of  high  standing  ;  but  the 
ordinary  practitioner  does  not  admit  the  necessity  of  the 
Board's  methods.  They  say  these  methods  are  in  excess 
of  what  is  necessary  ? — If  you  say  that  the  ordinary  prac- 
titioner takes  that  view  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  contra- 
dict you. 

363.  Coming  to  your  proposal  that  a  fee  of  not  less  than 
2s.  6d.  should  be  paid  for  each  successful  case  of  vaccination 
or  re-vaccination,  wherever  performed,  you  are  not  allowing 
anything  for  zones  ? — No,  this  is  a  minimum  fee — not  less 
than  2s.  6d.  I  say  that  in  no  circumstances  shall  a  man  be 
paid  less  than  2s.  6d. — he  may  be  paid  as  much  more  as  the 
circumstances  demand. 

364.  Then  you  say  that  every  registered  medical  prac- 
titioner should  be  entitled  to  receive  a  fee  of  2s.  6d.  from 
the  Public  Funds  for  every  certificate  of  successful  vaccina- 
tion or  re-vaccination.  How  much  for  the  operation  after 
you  have  paid  for  the  certificate  ? — But  the  certificate  is 
the  mere  record  of  the  fact  that  the  operation  has  been 
performed. 

"  365.  Then  you  allow  him  nothing  for  the  operation  ? — 
The  certificate  fee  covers  the  operation. 

366.  Then  you  are  making  all  this  trouble  for  the  opera- 
tion go  for  nothing  ? — The  fee  is  not  really  for  sending  in 
the  certificate — the  fee  is  intended  to  be  for  the  operation. 

367.  Then  you  are  paying  a  high  charge  for  certificates 
of  re-vaccination  ? — This  is  the  payment  for  the  operation. 
Although  it  says  "  for  every  certificate  "  it  means  "  for  the 
operation."  What  we  mean  is  that  the  fee  of  2s.  6d.  shall 
be  paid  for  the  operation. 

368.  As  I  said  before,  if  you  pay  2s.  6d.  out  of  Public 
Funds  there  will  have  to  be  a  certain  amount  of  inspection 
to  ensure  that  the  Public  Funds  are  properly  expended  ? — 
There  might  be  a  certain  amount  of  extra  inspection 
required,  but]  I  do  not  think  it  will  amount  to  very 
much.  Surely  the  inspection  will  be  confined  pretty  much 
to  men  who  have  a  number  of  vaccinations.  There  will  be 
some  who  will  very  seldom  have  a  vaccination,  and  very 
frequent  inspection  will  not  be  required  in  such  cases. 

369.  That  is  rather  an  assumption  on  your  part.    If  the 

public  vaccinators  are  abolished  But  we  do  not  suggest 

that  the  public  vaccinators  should  be  abolished. 

370.  Then  in  places  like  Portsmouth  and  Sheffield  where 
a  one-mark  man  performs  a  large  portion  of  the  opera- 
tions you  would  give  them  your  2s.  6d.  ? — My  opinion  is 
that  the  vaccinations  should  be  efficient. 

371.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  You  say  that  vaccination  should 
be  efficient — how  would  you  define  efficient  vaccination  ? 
— I  would  define  efficient  vaccination  as  that  which  is  ac- 
cepted by  the  Local  Government  Board  as  efficient.  I 
would  be  prepared  to  go  as  far  as  that.  I  should  be  very 
sorry  to  do  anything  which  would  reduce  the  efficiency. 

372.  You  have  to  some  extent  already  answered  about  this 
great  increase  of  domiciliary  vaccination  by  saying  that  the 
fees  were  much  higher  than  they  need  have  been  ? — They 
were  somewhat  higher,  but  that  will  not  account  for  the 
whole  increase,  only  a  very  small  proportion  of  it.  If  our 
fee  was  6s.  9d.,  instead  of  the  minimum  of  5s.,  and  the 
total  in  one  district  increased  from  £30  to  £700,  that 
accounts  for  only  a  very  small  share  of  it. 


373.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  You  are  aware  that  the  large  in- 
crease of  vaccination  in  many  Unions  has  been  due  to  the 
effect  of  domiciliary  vaccination? — It  has  in  many  Unions, 
and  to  some  extent  in  our  Union,  but,  as  I  say,  ours  has- 
always  been  a  well  vaccinated  Union. 

374.  Many  people  who  formerly  got  vaccinated  by  the 
private  doctor  now  go  to  the  public  vaccinator,  and  many 
parents  regard  it  as  a  great  boon  to  be  able  to  send  for  him? 
—Yes. 

375.  Then  there  is  greater  confidence  now  in  the  Govern- 
ment lymph — is  that  so  in  your  district  ? — Yes. 

376.  That  naturally  attracts  many  people  who  pre- 
viously had  it  done  by  their  own  doctors  ? — It  will  attract 
some,  but  generally  in  the  past  the  poor  were  vaccinated 
by  the  public  vaccinator  and  the  wealthy  by  their  own 
doctors. 

377.  But  people  between  these  two  classes,  who  formerly 
had  a  private  doctor  to  do  it,  are  attracted  by  the  public- 
vaccinator  coming  to  the  house,  and  of  course  they  get  the 
lymph  ? — Yes,  but  I  think  they  would  not  be  very  many 
— only  thoughtful  people  who  understand  and  value  the 
Government  lymph. 

378.  You  mention  a  graduated  scale  as  regards  dis- 
tances ?— Not  exactly  that.  I  think  every  Board  of 
Guardians  should  consider  the  whole  circumstances  and 
decide  what  it  thinks  is  a  fair  remuneration  to  its  publie 
vaccinators  subject  to  the  control  exercised  by  the  Local 
Government  Board. 

379.  I  understand  that  you  say  that  there  should  be  no- 
minimum  ?— I  think  we  could  do  without,  except  as  a  sort 
of  indication  that  they  should  not  go  below  a  certain 
amount  under  the  most  favourable  circumstances. 

380.  Have  you  any  experience  under  the  old  Order  when 
the  fee  was  so  low  as  Is.  6d.  ? — Yes. 

381.  Did  you  ever  hear  of  Guardians  trying  to  reduce  the 
minimum  to  Is.  ?— I  have  never  heard  of  it. 

382.  Do  you  not  think  that  makes  it  necessary  to  have 
a  minimum  ? — I  think  the  Local  Government  Board  can 
control  it. 

383.  It  is  much  easier  to  have  it  laid  down  ? — I  do  not 
urge  that  strongly.    I  am  prepared  to  waive  it. 

384.  You  said  that  your  Union  could  not  supply  suffi- 
cient work  for  a  whole  time  man  ? — That  is  so. 

385.  Supposing  you  took  a  good  class  man  to  do  all  the 
vaccinations  in  your  Union — here  is  one  vaccinator  getting 
£722  ? — He  will  never  get  it  again — under  the  scale  pro- 
posed by  the  Association  he  would  have  had  £300,  and! 
that  seems  sufficient,  having  regard  to  his  other  earnings. 

386.  (Chairman.)  Then  there  were  these  other  districts — 
what  were  they  getting — what  is  the  aggregate  of  the  fees  T 
— For  the  Union  in  four  years  £2,240.  I  can  give  it  to  yon 
exactly  for  each  year.  One  medical  officer  received 
£772  Is.  3d.,  the  other  public  vaccinators  aggregate  only 
£303  7s.  0d.,  because  they  have  smaller  districts. 

387.  Reducing  it  to  the  5s.  fee  it  would  be  still  above 
£500.  You  could  afford  to  offer  a  man  £700  a  year  ? — 
We  think  that  is  too  much,  and  it  is  perfectly  obvious  that 
he  would  not  have  enough  to  keep  his  whole  time  occupied 
in  doing  work  that  was  done  for  that  money. 

388.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  For  the  £1,075  ?—  Yes. 

389.  He  will  have  to  travel  longer  distances  ? — They 
could  not  have  devoted  to  this  work  so  much  time  as  would 
keep  one  man  entirely  occupied. 

390.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Supposing  you  had  employed  one 
man  and  given  him  £600  a  year — that  would  have  paid 
you  ? — It  would  have  in  that  year,  but  we  are  not  prepared 
to  pay  so  much  again. 

391.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  What  is  your  population  ?— About 
50,000  approximately. 

392.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Can  you  give  me  the  number  of 
births  in  the  Richmond  Union,  Mr.  Dimbleby  ? — I  am  not 
prepared  with  that  figure. 

393.  The  number  of  births  in  1899  in  the  Richmond 
Union  was  returned  as  1,150.  Supposing  all  these  were 
vaccinated  by  a  public  vaccinator,  that  would  amount  to 
something  like  four  a  day,  giving  him  250  days  in  a  year  to 
work,  and  at  5s.  a  case  that  would  be  £1  a  day,  so  that  that 
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bears  out  your  statement  that  they,  would  hardly  have 
enough  work, to  occupy  one  man  Ins  whole  time.  But  do 
you  think  that  in  districts  and  towns  where  the  population 
is  large  enough  to  occupy  the  services  of  a  whole  time 
public  vaccinator  it  would  be  desirable  to  appoint  a  whole 
time  officer  for  the  work  of  public  vaccination  ? — I  have 
never  had  the  question  before  me  until  this  afternoon — I 
do  not  like  to  express  opinions  upon  matters  that  I  have 
not  considered. 

394.  You  can  give  us  no  information  on  that  point  ? — I 
iiave  never  considered  the  point. 

395.  (Chairman.)  As  representing  your  Association,  you 
are  not  in  a  position  to  give  an  opinion  ? — No,  sir,  the 
Association  has  never  had  that  point  before  it.  I  never 
heard  of  it  until  this  afternoon.  ^ 

396.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  You  are  aware  that  public  vacci- 
nators now  are  contractors  ? — Yes^ 

397.  You  are  aware  that  they  may  be  dismissed  by  the 
'Guardians  at  twenty-eight  days'  notice  ? — Yes.- 

398.  You  are  aware  that  they  have  asked  for  fixity  of 
tenure  ? — Yes. 

399.  The  object  is  to  ascertain  your  opinion  a3  repre- 
senting a  large  and  important  Board  of  Guardians  as  well 
as  the  various  unions  of  your  Association,  whether  that 
would  be  in  your  view  a  desirable  change  ? — I  can  quite 
see  there  are  many  instances  in  which  it  would  not  be  de- 
sirable, because  where  population  is  extremely  scattered 
it  would  be  necessary  to  give  the  public  vaccinator,  if  he 
devoted  his  whole  time,  an  extremely  wide  area.  He 
•could  not  be  in  two  parts  of  his  district  at  once. 

400.  It  is  not  an  urgent  operation,  the  operation  of 
vaccination  ? — No,  but  if  a  public  vaccinator  had  so  large 
a  district  as  that,  it  would  become  increasingly  urgent 
that  the  operations  should  be  performed  just  at  the  time 
lie  likes  to  fix,  and  that  is  not  always  the  convenient  or 
■desirable  time.  There  would  be  an  enormous  waste  of 
time  in  travelling  over  a  very  wide  area  for  this  purpose 
only. 

401.  My  question  was  whether  in  large  towns  and  in 
wban  districts  where  there  was  sufficient  population  to 
■occupy  the  time  of  one  man  it  was  desirable  to  appoint  a 
man  to  give  his  whole  time  to  public  vaccination  ? — The 
objection  I  raised  just  now  would  not  of  course  apply  in 
these  instances,  but  there  would  be  other  objections ;  it 
would  be  interfering  with  the  vested  interests  of  publio 
vaccinators. 

402.  (Chairman.)  But  you  can  interfere  witn  them 
now  at  twenty-eight  days'  notice  ? — Yes,  you  can.  I  do 
aiot  know  whether  that  is  part  of  the  proposal,  that 
these  public  vaccinators  shall  be  dismissed  from  their 
appointments  in  that  fashion. 

403.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  There  is  no  proposal  at  all — the 
question  I  put  to  you  is  whether  you  would  advocate  this 
change  supposing  it  were  brought  into  operation  gradually 
on  the  termination  of  public  vaccinators'  contracts,  or 
on  vacancies  occurring  by  death  or  by  removal  or  other- 
wise ? — It  might  increase  the  objection  to  vaccination  in 
the  minds  of  some  of  the  poorer  and  less  informed  people 
%i  they  were  required  to  accept  vaccination  at  the  hands 
of  a  stranger,  as  the  public  vaccinator  would  be  in  such  a 
case,  rather  than  the  medical  man  to  whom  they  had 
3been  accustomed.  Usually  the  public  vaccinator  is  the 
medical  officer  of  health  for  the  same  district,  and  I  think 
that  in  most  cases  people  would  prefer  to  have  vacci- 
nation performed  by  a  man  they  knew. 

404.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  You  are  aware  that  many 
private  practitioners  are  now,  rightly  or  wrongly,  pro- 
testing against  the  visits  to  offer  vaccination.  They  say 
it  is  an  intrusion  on  their  private  practice.  But  if  there 
was  a  whole  time  vaccinator,  his  visits  would  be  above 
suspicion,  it  could  not  be  said  that  he  was  cadging  for 
practice  for  himself  ? — I  quite  see  that. 

405.  Would  not  your  objection  to  the  novelty  of  the 
man  apply  to  changes  in  other  appointments  of  medical 
officer  ?— Certainly,  I  do  not  think  these  changes  are 
desirable. 

406.  But  if  a  man  were  appointed  he  would  soon  become 
(known  ?— But  the  public  vaccinator  is  usually  a  man 
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whose  practice  lies  amongst  the  poor,  ho  is  frequently  Mr.Dimblcby. 

connected  with  a  dispensary,  he  will  be  medical  officer  to 

the  sick  clubs,  and  so  the  poor  are  familiar  with  him,  and 

they  would  rather  have  the  vaccination  performed  by  a 

man  whom  they  knew  than  by  somebody  whom  they 

knew  nothing  about. 

407.  Do  you  think  that  would  be  a  considerable  objec- 
tion ?— I  do  not  urge  any  of  my  objections  as  considerable, 
because  I  have  not  considered  the  question. 

408.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Have  you  been  led  to  form  any 
opinion  as  to  the  relative  advantage  of  appointing  a 
public  vaccinator  and  paying  him  as  at  present,  or  of 
giving  him  tenure  of  office  and  paying  him  by  salary  as  in 
the  case  of  a  medical  officer  ? — -I  have  not  considered 
that  question.  It  appears  to  me  also  that  it  would  be 
very  difficult  to  pay  him  by  salary  in  all  cases. 

409.  Why  ? — Because  the  work  is  not  constant.  If 
the  public  vaccinator  is  also  charged  with  the  duty  of  re- 
vaccinating,  we  know  that  re-vaccination  becomes  greatly 
increased  in  times  of  epidemic,  and  it  would  be  unfair 
that  a  man  should  have  the  same  payment  when  he  does 
that  excessive  amount  of  work. 

410.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Are  you  familiar  with  the  practice 
that  exists  in  some  Unions  of  paying  a  special  sum  to  the 
medical  officer  for  special  services  1 — No,  I  am  not  familiar 
with  that. 

411.  During  an  exceptional  outbreak  of  smallpox  ?— 
I  suppose  any  Board  of  Guardians  may  pay  to  any  of  their 
officers  special  sums  for  special  work,  but  it  is  rather 
difficult  to  get  some  Boards  of  Guardians  to  consider  these 
matters  quite  fairly  and  impartially. 

412.  But  assuming  the  suggestion  that  Mr.  Vallance 
has  made  were  carried  out,  and  salaries  were  paid  in  dis- 
tricts generally,  would  it  not  be  practicable  to  remunerate 
the  medical  officer  for  any  exceptional  number  of  re- 
vaccinations  done  by  him  in  an  epidemic  of  smallpox  ? — 
It  would  be  possible,  but  I  do  not  think  it  advisable  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  times  that  Guardians  are  called  upon 
to  vote  special  sums. 

413.  Might  not  the  remuneration  for  such  times  be  on 
a  separate  basis.  Might  he  not  be  paid  a  salary  for  ord- 
inary vaccinations,  because  ordinary  infantile  vacoination 
would  be  about  the  same  every  year,  and  might  he  not  be 
paid  a  special  salary  for  re- vaccinations  ? — Yes,  I  sup- 
pose you  must  pay  a  man  a  living  wage  for  his  vaccination 
work,  and  something  extra  on  special  occasions  for  extra 
work,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  it  would  increase  the  cost 
to  the  public. 

414.  But  is  that  not  done  now — a  district  medical 
officer  is  paid  a  salary  and  fees  for  certain  operations  ? — 
Yes,  I  think  payment  by  fees  would  probably  come  to  less 
than  the  salary  would  come  to,  because  the  vaccination 
work  is  done  in  the  course  of  the  ordinary  practice  of  a 
medical  man.  He  has  to  visit  an  outlying  village  in  the 
course  of  his  ordinary  practice,  and  will  do  his  vaccination 
while  he  is  on  that  visit.  But  if  you  have  a  man  who  has 
to  go  six  or  eight  miles  on  purpose  to  vaccinate  a  baby  you 
must  pay  for  it. 

415.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  In  the  case  of  a  district  medical 
officer  of  a  district  that  is  sparsely  populated  and  where 
he  has  to  travel  great  distances  the  salary  is  fixed  with  a 
due  regard  to  that  ? — Yes.  My  point  is  that  it  would  mean 
more  to  the  whole  time  public  vaccinator  who  was  paid  by 
salary  than  it  would  to  the  public  vaccinator  who  does  h  is 
work  in  connection  with  his  private  practice,  because  the 
public  vaccinator  would  often  have  to  spend  half  a  day 
in  vaccinating  one  case,  whereas  the  ordinary  medical 
man  would  have  other  work  to  do. 

416.  (Chairman.)    Your  objection  is  as  to  cost — not 
only  that  the  man  would  be  a  stranger  ? — Yes, 

417.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Assuming  A.  to  be  a  district 
medical  officer  and  also  public  vaccinator  for  the  district, 
as  you  are  able  to  fix  his  salary  and  duties  as  district 
medical  officer  (which  year  by  year  are  not  always  the 
same  but  depend  upon  the  health  of  the  district),  would 
there  be  any  greater  difficulty  in  gauging  his  work  as 
public  vaccinator  and  assigning  a  salary  with  tenure  of 
office  in  lieu  of  these  fees  ? — Apart  from  the  question  of 
re-vaccination,  I  do  not  think  there  would.  But  that  is 
not  my  point.    The  point  is  that  you  waste  the  time  of  a 
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Mr'.Dimbleby  public  vaccinator  by  sending  him  out  to  an  isolated 
village. 

41 8.  But  he  is  already  there  as  medical  officer  of  health  ? 
—  I  beg  your  pardon,  I  misunderstood  you. 


419.  Apart  from  the  question  of  whole  time,  can  yoB 
form  an  opinion  as  to  the  question  of  the  relative  ad- 
vantages of  payment  by  salary  or  payment  by  fees  ? — No, 
I  have  not  considered  the  question. 


Mr.  Arthur  Frederick  Vulliamy,  called ;  and  Examined. 


Mr. Vulliamy  420.  {Chairman.)  Mr.  Vulliamy,  you  were,  until 
recently,  the  Glerk  to  the  Ipswich  Board  of  Guardians  ? — 
Yes,  sir,  until  quite  recentlyj 

421.  And  you  held  that  position  for  twenty-six  years  ? — 
Yes,  sir. 

422.  And  you  are  the  editor  of  the  seventh  edition  of 
"  Fry's  Law  of  Vaccination  "  ? — Yes,  sir. 

423.  You  consider  that  the  minimum  fees  payable  to 
public  vaccinators  as  prescribed  by  the  Vaccination  Order, 
1898,  are  too  high  ? — Yes,  sir. 

424.  You  consider  they  are  fair  fees  for  places  covering 
a  considerable  area  in  proportion  to  their  population,  but 
high  for  densely-crowded  districts  ? — Yes,  sir. 

425.  Would  you  like  to  enlarge  upon  that  point  ? — I 
mentioned  Ipswich  particularly  as  an  instance.  There 
the  population  is  somewhat  scattered  for  an  urban  district. 
There  are  very  few  houses  occupied  by  more  than  one 
family,  and  a  great  many  of  them  have  gardens,  so  that 
the  district  of  the  public  vaccinator  is  quite  five  miles  long 
in  one  direction  and  three  miles  in  another. 

426.  You  are  speaking  of  the  public  vaccinator  of  a 
certain  district  ? — We  have  only  one,  and  his  district 
is  five  miles  in  one  direction  and  three  miles  in 
another.  He  has  the  minimum  fee,  and  I  have  never 
heard  the  slightest  complaint  of  its  not  being  sufficient 
from  him  at  all.  It  is  the  only  appointment  in  the  Union 
and  he  is  a  physician  of  high  reputation,  who  would  expect 
to  be  fairly  remunerated  for  any  work  he  did,  and  I  have 
never  heard  the  slightest  complaint  from  him  as  to  the 
work  that  he  did.  If  his  district  were  half  the  size  with 
the  same  population,  I  think  that  the  fee  might  be  less 
and  yet  he  would  be  fairly  well  remunerated.  Now  in 
many  places  there  are  four  or  five  families  in  one  house, 
while  in  Ipswich  there  is  generally  only  one,  and 
the  distances  which  the  public  vaccinator  has  to  go  are 
very  small.  It  seems  to  me  that  in  these  cases  the  fee 
is  too  highi 

427.  What  reduction  would  you  propose  ? — I  propose 
that  there  should  be  ra  minimum  fee  of  2s.  6d.  instead  of 
the  5s.,  retaining  the  Is.  per  birth,  and  then,  to  prevent 
injustice,  I  would  suggest  that  the  minimum  should  be 
reduced  with  the  approval  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  and  under  special  circumstances. 

428.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Would  you  have  a  minimum  that 
would  be  reducible  ? — I  would  have  an  ordinary  minimum 
of  5s.  reducible  under  special  circumstances, 

429.  (Chairman.)  You  think  that  the  reduction  should 
be  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  ? — Yes,  at  present  they  are  tied  by  their  own  Order, 
and  have  no  power  to  reduce  the  fee.  I  think  they  should 
have  power  under  special  circumstances. 

430.  Have  you  anything  to  say  in  regard  to  the  fees  of 
vaccination  officers  ? — I  think  that  they  are  not  too  high 
at  all.  I  think  the  fees  to  vaccination  officers  are  fair. 
In  our  Union  we  have  one  relieving  officer  and  one  assistant 
relieving  officer. 

431.  What  is  the  population  ?— About  70,000. 

432.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  And  is  he  vaccination  officer  ? — 
Yes,  the  assistant  relieving  officer  is  vaccination  officer. 

433.  (Chairman.)  You  propose  that  a  fee  of  2s.  6d. 
should  be  paid  from  the  rates  for  every  certificate  of 
successful  vaccination  or  re-vaccination  in  four  places  ? — 
Yes,  my  reason  is  this.  I  know  very  well  that  there  are 
medical  men  who,  in  order  to  gratify  parents,  especially 


where  there  is  any  objection  to  vaccination,  pretend  to 
vaccinate,  but  only  vaccinate  in  one  or  two  places  and 
then  send  in  a  certificate  of  successful  vaccination.  It, 
seems  to  me  that  if  there  was  a  fee  for  it  where  there  were 
four  marks  it  would  prevent  all  that. 

434.  How  many  district  medical  officers  have  you  in 
your  Union  ? — Only  one  district  medical  officer,  who  has 
the  help  of  a  dispenser. 

435.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  You  say  that  in  a  crowded  dis- 
trict the  labour  of  a  public  vaccinator  must  be  very 
greatly  reduced  ? — Yes,  sir. 

436.  Have  you  ever  tried  what  it  is  to  go  up  tenement 
dwellings,  flight  after  flight,  and  come  down  again  and 
spend  a  day  in  doing  that  ?  Have  you  any  idea  of  the 
time  which  going  up  and  down  stairs  takes,  and  the  amount 
of  exhaustion  which  it  produces  ? — Well,  you  see,  dwell- 
ings are  not  often  of  more  than  three  floors,  and  there  are 
generally  two  families  on  each  floor. 

437.  Yes,  but  the  baby  ready  for  vaccination  is  not 
likely  to  be  in  each  of  these  flats.  A  man  may  have  to  go  to 
the  top  and  come  down  again.  In  the  other  flats  there 
may  be  no  children,  or  the  baby  may  not  be  ready,  or  the 
parents  may  refuse.  It  takes  as  much  time  and  labour 
as  if  he  had  to  drive  a  mile  ? — I  should  not  have  said  so. 

438.  I  am  afraid  if  you  were  a  public  vaccinator  and 
had  to  go  up  and  down  stairs  in  model  dwellings  with  four 
or  five  floors  you  would  rather  get  into  a  gig  or  ride  a 
bicycle  ? — But  I  should  have  to  keep  the  gig. 

439.  But  you  will  admit  that  there  is  some  objection  to 
basing  the  salary  entirely  upon  concentration  upon  area  ? 
— Yes,  perhaps  to  basing  it  entirely — the  circumstances 
would  have  to  be  dealt  with  exceptionally. 

440.  You  assume  that  there  are  four  or  five  families  in 
each  house,  that  he  would  vaccinate  one  child  on  the  first 
floor,  another  on  the  second,  and  another  on  the  third  ? — 
Oh  no,  no  more  than  if  he  went  into  one  house  and  vac- 
cinated one  child,  and  then  had  to  go  some  distance  before 
he  came  to  another. 

441.  The  trouble  is  that  this  man  has  to  expend  a  great 
deal  of  his  physical  power  in  going  up  these  stairs  and 
coming  down  again,  yet,  according  to  you,  he  is  having  an 
easy  time,  and  therefore  his  fee  might  be  reduced  from  5s. 
to  2s.  6d.? — I  think  the  time  taken  up  would  be  much  less 
than  if  he  had  these  houses  spread  out  one  beyond  the 
other — it  would  not  take  anything  like  the  same  amount 
of  time  as  that. 

442.  Do  you  admit  that  the  nature  of  the  tenements 
he  would  have  to  visit  would  have  to  be  considered  ? — Oh 
yes,  that  would  have  to  be  considered. 

443.  Mr.  Vulliamy,  you  must  have  had  a  long  experi- 
ence of  the  old  order  of  things  ? — Oh  yes. 

444.  And  had  you  only  one  public  vaccinator  in  all 
those  years  ? — Yes,  only  one  in  all  those  years — ever  since 
1868  we  had  one  public  vaccinator. 

445.  Did  he  ever  complain  to  you  of  having  to  go  to- 
his  stations  and  of  having  nothing  to  do  and  yet  being 
bound  to  attend  his  stations  at  the  hours  advertised  ? — 
I  think  he  very  likely  did. 

446.  And  of  getting  nothing  for  it  ?— I  am  not  in  the 
least  advocating  any  injustice  to  the  public  vaccinators. 

447.  Under  the  old  order  of  things  of  late  years  the; 
medical  man  was  losing  money  ? — Yes,  sir, 

448.  He  now  is  gaining  by  comparison  ? — Yes,  sir. 
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449.  So  that  a  comparison  between  the  time  when  they 
had  so  little  to  do  and  now  is  hardly  a  fair  one  ? — I  have 
not  the  least  objection  in  places  like  Ipswich  to  the  fees 
which  are  now  paid. 

450.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  What  are  the  exceptional  cir- 
cumstances which  would  justify  the  reducing  of  the  mini- 
mum ? — I  think  the  houses  being  close  together  and  the 
population  very  compact. 

451.  You  say  that  in  Ipswich  you  have  adopted  the 
minimum  fee  ?— Yes. 

452.  And  that  the  public  vaccinator  is  content  ? — Yes. 

453.  And  that  the  Guardians  generally  are  satisfied  ? — 
Yes,  there  may  have  been  a  little  complaint  at  the  time 
when  we  had  smallpox  and  a  great  many  were  re-vac- 
cinated. 

454.  Having  regard  to  the  extent  of  the  area,  notwith- 
standing that  a  part  of  it  is  urban,  the  Guardians  generally 
are  fairly  satisfied  with  that  1 — Yes. 

455.  But  if  you  take  part  of  your  district — the  urban 
part— very  few  of  the  houses  in  which  are  occupied  by 
more  than  one  family,  do  I  understand  that  you  would 
regard  that  as  affording  exceptional  circumstances  calling 
for  reduction  of  the  minimum  ? — I  do  not  quite  under- 
stand. 

456.  I  mean  taking  the  urban  part  ? — It  is  all  urban. 

457.  What  I  mean  is  this — if  your  population  were 
more  compressed,  and  that  compressed  population  were 
occupying  houses  mainly  with  one  family  in  each,  would 
the  circumstances  then,  in  your  judgment,  be  exceptional — 
such  as  to  justify  the  reduction  of  the  present  minimum 
fee  ?— That  might  be — to  a  certain  extent. 

458.  But  comparing  your  population,  with  one  family 
occupying  each  house  for  the  most  part,  with  a  closely 
populated  district  in  London  where  there  are  tenement 
dwellings  five  or  six  floors  in  height,  would  you  say  that 
the  public  vaccinator  in  the  tenement  district  should  be 
paid  a  less  fee  than  the  public  vaccinator  of  a  district  made 
up  of  houses  occupied  by  one  family  ? — I  should  say  that  the 
public  vaccinator  having  but  little  distance  to  go  should  be 
paid  less  than  one  who  has  considerable  distances  to  go. 

459.  Don't  you  think  it  would  be  an  inconvenient 
arrangement  to  have  a  reducible  minimum  at  all  ? — I 
don't  see  why  it  should  be. 

460.  Would  it  not  lead  to  a  good  deal  of  difficulty  with 
the  Local  Government  Board  in  making  out  a  case  for 
exceptional  treatment  ? — It  might  lead  to  some  difficulty 
with  the  Local  Government  Board,  but  it  seems  to  me  that 
it  is  better  than  leaving  it  entirely  with  the  Guardians. 

461.  When  we  speak  of  a  minimum,  does  not  that 
imply,  as  a  rule,  an  irreducible  minimum  ? — It  does. 

462.  Have  you  formed  any  opinion  as  to  the  advantage  or 
otherwise  of  giving  fixity  of jtenurelof  office  to  public  vaccina- 
tors and  giving  them  a  salary  ? — Though  it  has  not  worked 
badly,  I  do  not  think  it  is  fair  to  the  public  vaccinator 
that  his  office  should  be  taken  away  at  twenty-eight 
days'  notice,  because  in  certain  districts  he  may  incur 
odium  in  doing  his  duty;  As  to  paying  him  by  salary  in- 
stead of  by  fee,  I  do  not  see  any  great  objection  to  it. 
There  are  advantages  undoubtedly  connected  with  it. 
The  only  difficulty  would  be  that  the  salary  would  pro- 
bably be  made  too  small.  As  it  is  now  medical  officers' 
salaries  as  a  general  rule  in  the  country  are  very  small, 
because  of  the  expenses  they  have  to  go  to.  The  expense 
for  horse  and  traps  is  such  that  when  I  have  gone  into  it 
for  a  medical  man  with  a  view  to  getting  a  reduction  of  in- 
come tax  I  have  found  that  he  is  practically  getting 
nothing  at  all  when  all  his  expenses  are  taken  into  account. 
These  expenses  are  not  taken  into  account  by  Boards  of 
Guardians.  I  am  afraid  they  would  pay  much  lower 
salaries. 

463.  Assuming  that  the  law  and  administrative 
machinery  ensured  to  the  public  vaccinator  a  fair  and 
adequate  salary  for  the  duties  he  has  to  discharge,  would 
you  then  regard  the  salary  arrangement  as  satisfactory  ? 
— I  think  I  should,  with  the  proviso  that  there  should  be 
an  increase  in  special  circumstances,  such  as  epidemics. 


I  think  it  would  do  away  with  a  good  deal  of  dis.satis-  Mr .  f  „//,., nu  i/ 
faction. 

464.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Do  you  think  that  the  difficulty  as 
regards  cost  of  re- vaccination  would  be  met  by  providing 
that  the  fee  should  be  reduced  in  all  cases  where  more 
than  one  operation  was  performed  in  the  same  house  ? — 
I  do  not  think  that  difficulty  has  arisen  much  from  that, 
at  least  not  in  Ipswich.  Of  course,  we  have  had  re- 
vaccination  in  Ipswich.  The  public  vaccinator  came  to 
me  and  asked  me  what  he  should  charge  in  the  case  of  a 
large  factory  employing  hundreds  of  girls,  where  the  em- 
ployers wished  them  all  to  be  vaccinated,  and  I  told  him 
he  was  only  entitled  to  the  half  crown,  because  he  did  not 
vaccinate  them  at  their  houses. 

465.  Would  you  think  it  a  fair  arrangement  that  the 
provision  should  be  amended  so  as  to  charge  5s.  we  will 
say  for  the  first  case  and  2s.  6d.  for  each  succeeding  case  ? 
— Certainly. 

466.  Now  you  have  suggested  that  if  Ipswich  were  half 
its  size  the  fee  might  be  reduced  ? — Yes. 

467.  You  suggest  that  it  is  easier  to  go  upstairs  than 
along  a  road  ? — There  are  other  things  as  well. 

468.  Suppose  you  have  three  tenement  houses  which 
occupy  a  certain  amount  of  space.  If  you  put  them  on 
top  of  each  other  they  would  take  just  as  long  to  visit  as  if 
they  stood  side  by  side.  Which  would  take  the  least  time  to 
visit  ? — I  think  the  tenement  houses,  because  they  must 
of  necessity  be  close  together — a  man  has  only  to  walk  up 
after  all.  If  he  has  to  go  five  miles  he  must  have  horse 
hire,  he  must  have  his  trap  and  that  means  so  much  out-of- 
pocket  expenses,  whereas  when  they  are  close  together  he 
can  walk. 

469.  Of  course  the  public  vaccinator  of  Ipswich  is  in  the 
habit  of  driving  ? — Yes.  But  he  is  a  physician  in  a  large 
practice,  and  therefore  he  is  not  quite  in  the  same  category 
as  the  ordinary  public  vaccinator.  I  am  speaking  of  the 
town  district.  There  are  four  miles  of  continuous  houses  in 
the  one  direction.  Then  there  is  a  break  and  an  outlying 
village,  but  still  part  of  the  urban  district.  It  spreads 
enormously  and  there  are  cottages,  some  of  them  with  two 
acres  of  ground  and  standing  back  a  long  way.  If  a  man 
has  to  leave  his  trap  outside  and  walk  up  each  time  he 
visits  it  takes  a  considerable  time. 

470.  I  should  think  that  is  exceptional,  even  in  Ipswich. 
I  am  putting  it  to  you  (you  are  perhaps  acquainted  with 
some  of  the  flats  and  working  men's  dwellings  that  are 
increasingly  being  built  in  the  neighbourhood  of  large 
towns,  especially  in  the  North),  do  you  think  it  would 
be  easier  for  the  public  vaccinator  to  walk  up  and  down, 
say,  four  flights  of  stairs,  or  to  walk  half  a  mile  ? — I 
should  say — well,  you  have  got  to  consider, — I  should  be 
inclined  to  say  that  it  would  be  easier  to  walk  the  four 
flights  of  stairs. 

471.  That  would  be  a  matter  of  opinion  ? — Yes,  but 
you  have  got  to  add  on  other  things,  you  may  get  your 
first  house  half  a  mile  off,  your  second  house  another  half 
mile  away,  whereas  your  two  tenement  houses  are  close 
together  after  all. 

472.  But  then  you  have  got  to  do  the  four  flights  ? — It  is 
not  four  flights  of  stairs  for  each  half  mile. 

473.  We  may  take  it  then  that  you  would  favour  a 
variation  of  the  scale  of  districts  where  the  houses  arc 
compactly  situated  ?— Yes. 

474.  That  is  really  the  point  ? — Yes. 

475.  You  do  not  suggest  that  the  existing  scale  is  too 
high  for  country  districts  ? — Oh  no.  In  most  country 
districts  I  know  the  fees  are  over  the  minimum,  almost  all 
I  think  that  I  am  acquainted  with,  and  they  should  be, 
undoubtedly,  in  my  opinion.  Indeed  I  go  further  than 
that  and  say  that  even  in  an  urban  district  which  spreads 
over  a  considerable  amount  of  ground,  the  present 
minimum  is  not  too  high. 

476.  I  should  like  to  ask  one  other  question  with  regard 
to  the  fees  paid  to  vaccination  officers.  Do  you  think  the 
minimum  in  their  case  should  be  increased  ? — No,  I  do 
not,  I  think  the  minimum  has  been  very  fairly  adjusted 
as  it  is  at  present. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


Mr.  J.  W-  Gill,  called;  and  Examined. 


477.  {Chairman.)  Mr.  Gill,  you  are  a  public  vaccinator 
in  the  St.  Germans  Union,  I  think  ? — I  am. 

478.  You  are  also  Secretary  of  the  Association  of  Public 
Vaccinators  of  Devon  and  Cornwall  ? — I  am. 

479.  Your  district  is  a  large  country  district  ? — It  is. 

480.  How  many  parishes  are  included  in  it  ? — Four — 
in  my  district  there  are  only  four  parishes. 

481.  And  in  the  whole  union  ? — In  the  whole  union 
there  are  twenty-seven. 

482.  And  how  many  public  vaccinators  are  there  in 
that  union  ?— Five. 

483.  You  are  of  opinion  that  the  remuneration  paid 
at  present  to  public  vaccinators  in  country  districts  is 
inadequate  ? — I  am. 

484.  Will  you  give  us  your  reasons  for  that  ? — My  first 
reason  for  thinking  it  inadequate  (and  I  may  say  that  I 
.am  expressing  the  views  of,  I  believe,  all  the  country  vac- 
cinators at  a  large  meeting  we  had  at  Plymouth  in  the 
spring)— my  first  reason  is  that  it  takes  up  an  extremely 
long  time,  and  we  have  to  cover  so  much  ground  in  getting 
to  our  cases.  My  cases  average  three  and  a  half  miles 
from  my  house.  I  am  paid  with  the  Is.  fee  under  Clause 
(a)  8s.  for  each  case. 

485.  {Mr.  Lithiby.)  The  Is.  fee  and  8s.  per  case  ? — No, 
7s.  per  case.    With  the  Is.  I  am  paid  at  8s. 

486.  {Mr.  Vallanc.)  Is  that  7s.  under  (3)  (b)  ?— Yes. 
My  cases  average  three  and  a -half  miles  from  my  house. 
To  go  the  seven  miles,  including  vaccinating  each  case, 
occupies,  as  far  as  I  can  judge,  one  hour  and  twenty 
minutes.  For  many  years  past  I  have  kept  a  very  accu- 
rate account  of  my  expenses  for  posting  and  getting 
about,  and  year  by  year  I  find  that  it  costs  me  a  small 
fraction  over  5d.  per  mile  in  my  journeys — I  mean  for 
stable  expenses,  and  actual  expenses  of  posting.  It  always 
works  out  over  5d.  a  mile.  Therefore,  if  I  have  to  go  seven 
miles  to  each  case,  as  I  have  on  an  average,  my  actual 
expenses  work  out  at  35d.  per  case  for  posting. 

487.  {Chairman.)  Are  you  also  district  medical  officer  ? 
— I  am. 

488.  For  the  same  district  ? — Yes,  the  same  parishes. 

489.  I  think  you  have  prepared  some  figures  to  show 
to  what  extent  the  Act  of  1898  increased  the  work  of 
public  vaccinators  in  country  districts,  and  also  to  show 
that  their  remuneration  was  not  increased  proportion- 
ately ? — I  have.  If  I  may  take  the  two  years,  1898  (the 
year  before  the  new  Act  came  in  and  the  last  under  the  old 
Act),  and  the  last  year,  1902,  which  is  probably  the  best 
year  to  take,  as  the  new  Act  is  now  in  regular  working 
order — in  these  two  years  I  vaccinated  exactly  the  same 
number  of  cases — rather  a  curious  coincidence — in  each 
of  these  years  I  vaccinated  fifty-one  cases.  Under  the 
old  Act,  of  course,  we  did  our  work  at  the  public  stations. 
I  had  a  station  at  my  own  house,  and  I  had  three  stations 
in  the  country.  One  of  these  stations  was  two  and  a -half 
miles  from  me,  and  the  other  two  were  four  miles  away. 
I  vaccinated,  of  course,  twice  a  year — in  April  and  in 
October.  I  have  calculated  the  time  it  would  take  me 
under  the  old  Act  in  these  two  months,  and  I  find  that  it 
took  me  as  nearly  as  possible  about  thirty  hours  in  the 
year — about  fifteen  hours  in  April,  and  about  fifteen 
hours  actual  work  in  October.  To  do  that  I  had  to  go 
to  my  stations.  I  had  to  cover  104  miles  in  the  year — 
fifty-two  in  April,  and  fifty-two  miles  in  October.  The 
fees  paid  to  me  for  the  year's  work  in  1898  were  £7  7s. 
for  my  fifty-one  cases.  Now,  in  1902  I  did  the 
same  number  of  cases.  The  time  I  occupied  in  visiting 
vaccination  cases  was  115  hours.  I  posted  518  miles,  and 
the  fees  paid  to  me  amounted  to  £20  8s.  So  that  if  you 
have  taken  these  figures  down  you  will  see  that  the  time 
occupied  was  rather  over  four  times  as  much  as  was 
occupied  under  the  old  regulations.  I  had  to  post  under 
the  old  Act,  and  the  mileage  covered  under  the  new  Act 
was  five  times  as  much  as  under  the  old,  whilst  the  fees 
paid  to  me  were  only  increased    from   £7    7s.  to 


£20  8s. — rather  less  than  three  times.  The  mileages  were 
certainly  increased  more  in  proportion  than  the  fees  paid 
to  me. 

490.  You  are  of  opinion  that  public  vaccinators  should 
be  paid  directly  by  the  Local  Government  Board,  and 
not  by  Boards  of  Guardians  ? — I  am.  Of  course,  I  con- 
clude that  this  Committee  is  sitting  principally  because 
representations  have  been  made  by  Boards  of  Guardians 
as  to  the  cost  of  vaccination.  Certainly  in  the  West  of 
England  these  representations  have  come  forward  owing 
to  the  increase  in  the  expense  that  there  has  been  since 
the  smallpox  scare.  So  far  as  the  Board  of  Guardians 
with  which  I  am  acquainted  are  concerned,  I  believe  the 
present  Act  would  have  gone  on  working  without  any 
complaint  from  them  had  it  not  been  for  this  smallpox 
scare,  and  the  consequent  increase  in  re-vaccination. 

491.  When  was  that  ? — In  the  latter  part  of  1901  and 
the  early  part  of  1902.  In  February,  1902,  the  great  in- 
crease came  in  the  re-vaccinations — in  the  early  part  of 
1902  there  were  several  cases  of  smallpox  in  Devonport. 
In  February  of  1902  I  re-vaccinated  over  100  people  in 
the  one  month,  owing  to  cases  of  smallpox  in  the  neigh- 
bouring towns  of  Plymouth  and  Devonport,  and  there 
was  of  course  a  corresponding  increase  in  the  work  of  other 
public  vaccinators  in  the  other  districts.  The  several 
public  vaccinators  met  our  Board  of  Guardians,  and  the 
Board  made  it  extremely  unpleasant  for  ourselves.  Other- 
wise, I  believe  the  present  Act  would  have  worked  quite 
smoothly. 

492.  You  have  said  that  you  consider  the  public  vac- 
cinator should  be  paid  directly  by  the  Local  Government 
Board.  In  what  way  would  you  be  benefited  by  the 
change  ? — I  am  not  speaking  so  much  of  the  money  paid 
to  us  as  that  it  would  be  very  much  more  pleasant,  and 
we  should  not  be  hindered  in  our  work  as  we  have  been 
by  Boards  of  Guardians. 

493.  Then  your  complaint  is  against  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  ? — It  is,  distinctly.  For  instance,  if  I  may 
give  an  example,  the  Board  of  Guardians  made  some 
very  strong  remarks  in  my  district  about  public  vaccina- 
tors, which  we  resented.  We  had  a  meeting,  and  I  was 
asked  by  the  public  vaccinators  to  attend  the  next  meet- 
ing of  the  Board.  I  did  so,  and  I  went  into  the  whole 
matter  with  them.  To  show  you  how  personal  this 
matter  is,  I  found  by  going  back  over  the  old  registers 
that  of  the  two  members  of  the  Board  who  made  it  v£ry 
unpleasant  for  us,  one  had  been  re-vaccinated  himself 
at  the  public  expense,  and  the  other  had  had  several  of 
his  children  re-vaccinated  at  the  public  expense,  so  that 
I  do  not  think  their  complaint  against  us  was  very  legiti- 
mate. 

494.  {Mr.  Lithiby.)  Do  you  consider  that  they  acted 
illegally  or  improperly  in  having  their  relatives  re-vacCi-' 
nated  ? — Not  in  the  least,  but  if  they  had  their  own  relations 
re-vaccinated  they  should  not  do  their  best  to  prevent 
other  people  from  having  their  children  re-vaccinated. 

495.  With  regard  to  another  matter  —  what  is  your 
opinion  with  regard  to  the  position  of  public  vaccinators 
as  to  tenure  of  office  and  notice  of  twenty-eight  days — 
does  that  appear  to  you  satisfactory  ? — No,  it  does  not, 
it  is  most  unsatisfactory.  I  think  you  are  entirely  under 
the  control  of  the  Guardians,  who,  if  I  may  say  so,  know 
very  little  about  vaccination,  and  whose  only  aim  is  to 
prevent  expense. 

496.  Have  you  formed  any  opinion  as  to  the  desira- 
bility of  public  vaccinators  becoming  officers  in  the  same 
way  as  district  medical  officers  and  others  are  ? — You 
mean  every  medical  man  in  a  district  becoming  a  vac- 
cinator   

497.  No — whether  they  should  be  put  in  the  same 
position  as  district  medical  officers  ? — As  regards  tenure 
of  their  office  ? 

498.  Yes  ? — I  believe  district  medical  officers  are  now 
re-elected  annually.    I  was  elected  in  1882  as  district 
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medical  officer,  and  therefore  I  am  permanently  appointed, 
but  I  do  not  think  that  is  so  in  the  case  of  others— not  in 
the  case  of  those  recently  appointed.  I  think  they  should 
be  permanently  appointed,  certainly. 

499.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Do  you  not  hold  your  appoint- 
ment until  you  die  or  resign  ? — I  do,  but  recent  appoint- 
ments do  not ;  I  am  the  only  one  who  holds  it  in  that 
way.    The  others  are  appointed  annually. 

500.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  But  they  are  not  resident  ? — 
Yes,  they  are  resident  in  their  own  districts. 

*501.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  I  think  you  must  be  under  some 
misapprehension.  If  they  are  fully  qualified  men  and 
resident  I  think  they  must  be  permanent  ? — I  do  not 
think  I  am  wrong — of  course  I  am  not  certain. 

502.  You  have  stated — and  we  are  very  much  obliged 
to  you,  I  am  sure,  for  the  very  precise  figures  that  you  have 
given  to  the  Committee  with  regard  to  your  actual  work. 
I  should  like  to  ask  you  whether  these  distances  that  you 
have  referred  to  are  irrespective  of  your  ordinary  work  as 
a  medical  practitioner  ?— I  cannot  say  that  they  always 
are,  but  very  largely  so. 

503.  Do  you  not  work  in  your  public  vaccination  cases 
with  your  work  as  district  medical  officer  and  with  your 
private  practice  ? — To  a  certain  extent,  but  not  very 
largely. 

504.  You  do  so  as  much  as  you  possibly  can  ? — Of 
course,  as  much  as  I  can. 

505.  You  are  aware,  of  course,  that  the  cost  to  Boards 
of  Guardians  has  enormously  increased  since  the  Vaccina- 
tion Act  of  1898  came  into  operation  ? — I  am. 

506.  Would  you  think  it  just  to  the  ratepayers  to  put  a 
further  charge  in  respect  of  vaccination  upon  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  ? — By  increasing  the  fee  to  the  public  vaccina- 
tors ? 

507.  Yes  ? — I  think  the  public  vaccinators  should  be 
paid  a  fair  sum  for  what  they  do.  If  I  may  so  answer  your 
question,  of  course  each  case  involves  a  notice,  two  visits 
and  the  performance  of  vaccination,  and  in  a  very  large 
number  of  cases  we  have  to  make  three,  and  occasionally 
four,  visits.  I  personally  have  had  to  make  as  many  as 
five  for  an  individual  case.  For  these  extra  visits  we  are 
paid  no  fee.  You  asked  me  just  now  whether  I  worked 
in  public  vaccinations  with  my  general  practice,  and,  of 
course,  I  do  whenever  I  can,  and  do,  I  am  glad  to  say.  But 
the  visits  that  I  pay,  for  which  I  am  not  paid  in  any  way 
whatever,  quite  compensate  for  the  visits  I  put  in  amongst 
the  cases  of  my  practice.  For  instance,  I  might  give  you  an 
instance  which  occurred  to  me  last  year  in  a  small  village 
which  is  called  Port  Wrinkle.  I  was  asked  to  vaccinate  a 
child  and  I  wrote  telling  the  mother  the  time  I  would  be 
there.  When  I  got  there  I  found  that  the  grandmother 
had  arrived,  and  she  refused  to  have  the  child  done.  The 
mother  was  a  young  girl  and  it  was  her  first  child.  So  I 
had  my  journey  absolutely  for  nothing.  When  the  child 
was  four  months  old  I  received  the  usual  notice  from  the 
vaccination  officer  ;  I  sent  a  notice  to  the  mother  again ; 
I  went  there  (another  ten  miles)  and  I  found  she  had  gone 
to  Plymouth  for  the  day.  Consequently  I  had  to  make  a 
third  visit  for  the  purpose  of  vaccinating  the  child,  and  I 
had  to  make  a  fourth  visit  for  the  purpose  of  inspection. 
Therefore  I  had  to  go  forty  miles  in  that  case  (an  extreme 
case  but  by  no  means  unusual)  to  do  that  one  case,  for 
which  I  got  paid  the  sum  of  8s.  Cases  constantly  crop  up 
like  that.  I  had  to  go  five  miles  three  times  to  do  a  case — 
one  of  the  last  cases  I  had  to  do  since  Michaelmas.  Some- 
times children  are  sick  and  you  cannot  do  them.  People 
very  often  move — I  get  notice  from  the  vaccination  officer 
to  attend  children,  and  I  go  to  the  house  and  find  they  have 
moved  house.  In  my  district  there  are  a  large  number  of 
farm  labourers  who  continually  change  their  quarters — 
that  is  a  very  common  occurrence.  For  every  two  cases  I 
do — I  have  no  actual  figures — but  I  should  say  for  every 
two  cases  I  do  involving  two  visits  each — I  have  to  pay  one 
visit  for  which  I  am  not  paid. 

508.  Would  you  say  that  an  average  of  three  visits  per 
case  was  a  fair  one  ? — No,  I  do  not  think  it  comes  to  that. 
I  should  say  an  average  of  two  and  a-half  visits  per  case 
was  a  fair  one. 

*  With  reference  to  this  the  Witness  writes  : — "Mr. 
Lithiby  is  quite  correct.  I  find  from  the  Clerk  to  the 
Guardians  that  only  two  officers  who  are  living  out  of 
their  districts  are  re-appointed  annually. "- 


509.  Can  you  tell  the  Committee  what  remuneration  you  Mr.  Gill. 
get  as  district  medical  officer  per  visit  ? — I  can,  it  is  ex- 
tremely small.    I  have  worked  that  out,  too,  for  my  own 
satisfaction.    I  get  about  lOd.  per  visit,  and  my  patients 
average  the  same  distance  from  my  house  as  in  vaccination 

work. 

510.  And  for  your  work  as  public  vaccinator,  reckoning 
it  on  my  figures — three  visits  per  vaccination — you  would 
get  2s.  8d.  per  visit  ? — Yes,  I  suppose  I  should. 

511.  We  were  told  by  a  witness  who  appeared  here  on 
behalf  of  the  Guardians  (who,  of  course,  take  the  other  side 
to  what  you  do)  that  district  medical  officers  wftre  always 
plentiful,  and  that  judging  from  that  fact  there  are  plenty 
of  medical  men  who  would  take  the  posts  and  do  the  work 
at  the  existing  fees.  Is  that  your  experience  ? — I  have 
only  one  experience  of  that  kind,  and  that  was  a  man  who 
came  into  my  district  with  the  avowed  intention  of  getting 
these  public  appointments.  He  made  friends  with  all  the 
Guardians,  and  he  stayed  there  for  three  or  four  years,  but 
he  got  sick  of  it  and  went  away.  That  is  all  the  experience 
I  have  had — I  do  not  wish  to  introduce  any  personal 
matter. 

512.  Can  you  tell  us — it  would  assist  the  Committee 
probably  in  coming  to  report  on  this  somewhat  difficult 
question  if  we  knew  the  average  cost  of  a  visit  paid  to  a 
working-class  patient  in  rural  districts  and  in  urban  dis- 
tricts. You  can  perhaps  give  us  the  figure  for  rural  dis- 
tricts ? — I  can.  My  charge  (I  have  a  partner  who  makes 
the  same  charges),  within  a  mile  of  our  house  we  visit  and 
supply  medicines  for  2s.  6d.  From  one  mile  to  four  we 
visit  and  supply  all  medicines  for  5s.  Of  course,  if  it  was 
only  a  mile  and  a-half  we  should  probably  make  it  a  little 
less,  3s.  6d.  or  4s.  perhaps,  but  that  is  our  rule. 

513.  That  would  not  be  club  practice  ? — No. 

514.  Do  you  think  that  is  the  fee  ordinarily  paid  in  Corn- 
wall ? — -It  is  in  East  Cornwall,  certainly. 

515.  By  working  men  ? — Yes. 

516.  It  has  been  suggested  that  the  minimum  fee  for 
public  vaccination  should  be  reduced  to  2s.  6d.  Of  course 
it  would  be  open  to  Boards  of  Guardians  in  districts  such 
as  yours,  where  distances  are  great,  to  increase  the  fees  as 
they  do  now.  For  instance,  one  Board  of  Guardians  that 
I  know  of  pays  10s.  per  case,  another  pays  12s.,  and  dif- 
ferent fees  are  paid  for  different  distances.  It  has  been 
suggested  that  the  minimum  fee,  for  urban  as  well  as  rural 
districts,  should  be  2s.  6d.  per  case.  Do  you  agree  with 
that  suggestion  ?— I  should  certainly  not  take  the  office  of 
public  vaccinator  at  that  rate.  You  mean,  to  do  exactly  as 
we  are  doing  now — to  pay  two  visits,  to  perform  the 
vaccination  and  supply  all  dressings  afterwards  and 
all  necessary  attendance  afterwards.  No,  I  would  not  take 
the  office  at  that  price. 

517.  Then  supposing  the  minimum  fee,  instead  of  being 
2s.  6d.  per  case,  were  2s.  6d.  within  a  specified  distance 
from  the  residence  of  the  public  vaccinator.  Would  you 
agree  with  that  ? — May  I  ask  within  what  distance  1 

518.  I  will  give  you  that  next.  Would  you  think  it  fair 
to  the  public  vaccinator  that  a  fee  should  be  appointed  at 
2s.  6d.  within  a  specified  distance  from  the  public  vaccina- 
tor's residence,  a  fee  of,  we  will  say,  3s.  6d.  beyond  that 
distance,  a  fee  of  5s.  beyond  a  second  distance,  and  so  on. 
Would  you  agree  with  that  principle  ? — And  perform 
vaccination  with  two  visits,  and  so  on,  as  is  done  now — no. 
certainly  I  would  not  take  it. 

519.  What  would  you  think  a  fair  fee  for  vaccination 
within  one  mile  from  the  public  vaccinator's  residence  in 
a  country  district,  performing  the  work  as  it  is  performed 
now  ? — I  consider  5s.  would  be  a  fair  fee.  I  have  a  large 
number  of  friends  who  are  public  vaccinators  in  towns,  and 
I  believe  the  general  impression  is  that  5s.  is  a  fair  fee. 
The  only  grievance  that  men  in  towns  have  is  that  they  pay 
such  a  large  number  of  visits  for  which  they  are  not  paid 
at  all.  But  for  the  work  they  do  I  believe  they  consider  it 
a  fair  fee.  As  far  as  I  am  concerned  I  should  consider  it  a 
fair  fee  if  my  cases  were  within  a  mile  of  my  house. 

520.  You  do  not  think,  then,  that  the  suggestion  which 
has  been  made  to  the  Committee  that  a  2s.  6d.  fee  would  be 
sufficient  even  if  it  were  limited  to  a  mile  from  the  public 
vaccinator's  residence,  is  a  fair  one  in  a  country  district  ?— 
No,  I  certainly  do  not.  You  know  what  it  entails,  of 
course,  perfectly  well  ? 
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Mr.  Gm.  521.  Yes,  I  think  we  know.    Would  you  think  that 

there  would  be  any  advantage  in  requiring  public  re-vacci- 
nations to  be  performed  at  the  surgeries  of  the  public  vacci- 
nators ?  At  surgeries  or  at  stations  ?  You  have  told  us 
that  the  cost  in  the  recent  epidemic  has  largely  been  in- 
creased on  account  of  the  spread  of  smallpox  in  Plymouth 
and  Devonport.  Do  you  think  that  it  would  be  reason- 
able to  require  all  re-vaccinations  to  be  done  at  stations  or 
at  the  surgeries  of  public  vaccinators  ? — Yes,  I  think  it 
would — I  think  it  would  be  reasonable. 

522.  Do  you  think  that  2s.  6d.  would  be  a  fair  fee  for 
re-vaccinations  done  at  stations  ? — It  depends  entirely 
on  the  distance  of  the  station  from  a  man's  house.  At  a 
man's  house  I  should  consider  a  2s.  6d.  fee  for  re-vaccina- 
tion perfectly  reasonable. 

523.  You  have  not  much  experience  in  your  district, 
but  you  are  probably  aware  that  in  urban  districts  it  is  a 
common  practice  to  vaccinate  a  great  many  workmen 
and  workwomen  at  their  places  of  work  ? — Yes. 

524.  Would  you  think  it  a  fair  fee  to  charge  in  all  such 
cases  5s.  for  the  first  case  and  2s.  6d.  for  every  subsequent 
case  performed  at  one  time  on  the  workpeople  ? — If 
within  a  reasonable  distance  of  the  public  vaccinator's 
house — yes. 

525.  Supposing  the  fee  were  graduated  according  to 
distance  from  the  public  vaccinator's  residence,  say  a  fee 
of  10s.  for  one  mile,  10s.  6d.  for  two  miles,  and  so  on.  Do 
you  think  that  there  would  be  any  difficulty  in  arriving  at 
the  precise  fee  to  be  paid  ? — In  my  opinion  that  is  the 
only  perfectly  fair  way  to  pay  public  vaccinators,  and  I  do 
not  think  there  would  be  any  dispute  on  the  point  of  mile- 
age. I  may  say  that  our  Board  of  Guardians  asked  us  to 
elect  two  members  when  this  Act  first  came  into  force,  to 
arrange  a  scale  of  fees  with  them,  according  to  the  sug- 
gestion made  in  the  Act.  Dr.  Preston,  of  Saltash,  and 
myself  were  the  two  elected,  and  we  made  arrangements 
with  the  Board  on  that  scale,  that  we  should  be  paid  a 
certain  mileage,  and  we  thought  the  whole  matter  was 
settled.  But  about  a  fortnight  or  three  weeks  afterwards 
we  all  received  a  notice  from  the  Clerk  to  say  that  the 
Local  Government  Board  had  refused  to  sanction  any 
scheme  of  mileage,  and  we  then  had  our  present  scheme. 

526.  You  think  that  that  would  be  a  fair  means  of 
arriving  at  the  fee  payable,  and  you  think  there  would  be 
no  dispute,  as  a  rule,  with  regard  to  the  actual  distance  ? — 
I  think  not — no.  Of  course  another  way  would  be  to  taka 
the  acreage  of  a  person's  district  and  have  a  scale  accord- 
ing to  the  acreage,  which  would  give  one  some  idea  of  the 
average  distances  of  the  homes  of  the  people  from  the 
public  vaccinator's  district. 

527.  But  some  are  square  and  some  are  very  long  and 
narrow — it  would  not  meet  all  cases  ? — No,  it  would  not 
be  so  fair  as  the  plan  you  suggest. 

528.  It  was  also  suggested  that  the  matter  should  be 
one  of  open  contract  between  the  Guardians  and  the  public 
vaccinator  and  that  no  minimum  fee  should  be  fixed  by 
any  Order.  Would  you  approve  of  that  suggestion  ? — It 
would  be  simply  a  matter  of  arrangement  between  the 
public  vaccinator  and  the  Guardians — no,  I  would  very 
much  rather  it  was  fixed  by  the  Local  Government  Board. 

529.  Another  suggestion  has  been  that  all  public 
vaccinators  should  be  officers  instead  of  contractors,  that 
is  to  say,  that  they  should  receive  a  lump  sum  for  their 
work  as  public  vaccinators  in  the  same  way  that  they  do 
as  district  medical  officers.  Would  you  approve  of  that 
suggestion  ? — Of  course  it  is  a  little  difficult  to  answer 
unless  I  knew  what  the  lump  sum  would  be:  If  it  were  a 
fair  sum  I  think  I  should  say,  yes. 

530. -  That  would  be  a  matter  of  open  contract  with  the 
Guardians  ? — Oh,  then  I  should  not  like  to  arrange  with 
the  Guardians. 

531.  My  first  suggestion  was  that  the  fee  should  be  a 
matter  of  open  contract  with  the  Guardians.  You  did 
not  approve  of  that  ? — No. 

532.  My  suggestion  now  is,  should  the  remuneration  be 
an  annual  sum  agreed  upon  between  the  public  vaccina- 
tor and  the  Board  of  Guardians  ? — I  would  very  much 
rather  that  it  was  arranged  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  and  not  by  the  Board  of  Guardians. 

533.  It  has  also  been  suggested  that  every  medical  man 
should  be  in  effect  a  public  vaccinator,  that  is,  that  every 


medical  man  should  vaccinate  his  own  patients,  ana  that 
the  State  or  the  local  authority  or  the  Board  of  Guardians, 
as  the  case  may  be,  should  pay  for  these  vaccinations. 
Do  you  approve  of  that  ? — No,  I  do  not.  At  least.  I 
think  the  first  effect  of  that  would  be  that  in  some  district i 
you  would  have  no  public  vaccinators. 

534.  No,  there  would  be  no  public  vaccinators  in  the 
ordinary  sense,  seeing  that  every  medical  man  would  be  a 
public  vaccinator.  But  there  would  be  public  vaccina- 
tion, because  every  medical  man  would  be  entitled  to 
vaccinate  at  the  public  expense  ? — But  there  would  be 
no  public  vaccinators  as  there  are  now.  I  think  it  would 
be  very  much  more  satisfactory  to  have  it  done  by  public 
vaccinators  as  it  is  done  now.  I  could  give  you  my 
reasons  if  you  wish. 

535.  One  witness  told  us  that  private  practitioners  did 
the  same  work  which  is  expected  by  the  Government  for 
half  the  money.  Is  it  your  experience  that  private 
vaccination  is  in  any  case  done  at  a  less  cost  than  public 
vaccination  ? — As  far  as  I  know  the  charge  is  invariably 
more.  If  any  one  is  vaccinated  privately  the  lowest  fee 
is  10s.  6d.,  at  the  surgery  the  charge  is  5s. 

536.  The  witness  I  refer  to  came  from  Dewsbury  in 
Yorkshire.  He  said,  "  The  ordinary  fee  for  vaccination  is 
2s.  6d.,"  and  he  had  never  heard  of  any  more  being 
charged  ? — I  do  not  know  anything  about  Yorkshire,  but 
certainly  my  partner  has  never  charged  less  than  5s.  at 
the  house,  and  in  the  country  he  invariably  charges 
10s.  6d.,  and  that  is  the  customary  charge  in  our  dis'.rict. 

537.  So  far  as  your  part  of  the  country  is  concerned  the 
fees  are  higher  than  they  are  in  Dewsbury,  in  Yorkshire, 
assuming  the  fee  there  to  be  2s.  6d.  at  the  house  ? — Yes, 
most  distinctly. 

538.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  In  your  opinion,  it  follows  as  a 
natural  consequence  that  public  vaccination  must  always 
be  more  expensive  in  rural  than  in  urban  districts  ? — Per 
case — certainly. 

539.  Rural  districts,  in  your  experience,  are  usually 
poorer  than  urban  districts — their  rateable  value  and  their 
wealth  are  less,  are  they  not  ? — I  think  you  get  more 
poverty  in  the  town  districts  and  a  great  deal  more  wealth  ; 
I  do  not  think  that  they  are  poorer  on  the  whole — you  get 
the  extremes  in  towns,  certainly. 

540.  Do  Guardians  in  rural  districts  in  your  part  of  the 
country  complain  of  the  excessive  cost  of  vaccination  ? — 
Three  or  four  of  them  do. 

541.  Three  or  four  Boards  ? — Oh,  I  was  speaking  of 
individual  Guardians — three  or  four  of  them  have  com- 
plained. Yes,  several  Boards  have  complained,  but  only 
where  there  have  been  a  large  number  of  cases  of  re- 
vaccination  owing  to  the  appearance  of  smallpox. 

542.  Were  stations  opened  in  your  locality  when  small- 
pox appeared  ? — No. 

543.  So  that  consequently  the  re-vaccinations  were  all 
done  at  the  homes  ? — Not  all. 

544.  But  largely  ?— Yes. 

545.  And  therefore  the  cost  was  doubled  ? — Yes.- 

546.  If  there  had  been  an  arrangement  whereby  the 
re -vaccinations  could  be  done  at  stations  it  would  have 
reduced  the  cost  very  much  ? — It  would,  undoubtedly. 
On  the  other  hand,  I  should  like  to  add  that  I  do  not  think 
people  would  have  been  so  efficiently  re-vaccinated. 

547.  But  if  a  public  vaccinator  vaccinates  at  his  surgery, 
does  he  not  vaccinate  as  efficiently  as  at  the  home  of  his 
patient  ? — Certainly,  but  more  people  will  be  re-vaccinated 
at  their  own  homes  than  will  take  the  trouble  to  come  to  a 
surgery. 

548.  But  under  the  influence  of  a  scare  of  smallpox, 
would  they  not  come  ? — Largely,  no  doubt,  but  not  to 
the  same  extent  as  they  would  if  they  can  have  the  public 
vaccinator  at  their  own  homes. 

549.  Do  you  think  the  fact  that  they  have  vaccination 
offered  at  their  own  homes  induces  people  to  come  to  the 
public  vaccinator  who,  otherwise,  would  be  vaccinated 
privately  ? — Undoubtedly. 

550.  So  that  the  absence  of  stational  re-vaccinations 
will,  to  some  extent,  tend  to  raise  the  cost  of  vaccination  1 
— Undoubtedly. 

551.  Have  you  any  experience  of  people  wishing  to  le 
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vaccinated  privately  with  Government  lymph?  Have  you 
been  asked  hy  private  patients  to  vaccinate  them  privately 
with  Government  lymph  ? — I  do  not  think  I  have,  I 
cannot  recall  a  case.  During  the  scare  I  was  asked  as 
public  vaccinator  to  do  something  like  150  or  160  cases  in 
the  course  of  about  two  months,  and  my  partner  during 
that  time  was  only  asked  to  vaccinate  six  people  privately. 

552.  Public  vaccination  in  your  locality  has  reputation 
— people  are  much  more  inclined  to  trust  the  public 
vaccinator  than  the  private  vaccinator  ? — I  think  so,  or 
they  are  much  more  inclined  to  trust  the  Government 
lymph  than  they  are  to  trust  a  casual  supply. 

553.  You  mentioned  the  one-mark  vaccinators  who  rob 
the  other  practitioners  and  public  vaccinators  ? — I  did  not 
put  it  quite  so  strongly  as  that. 

554.  Do  you  know  whether  they  use  calf  lymph  or 
human  lymph  ? — I  do  not  know  what  lymph  they  use  at 
all.    I  do  not  know. 

555.  Do  they  use  antiseptic  precautions  ? — Certainly 
aiot  at  all  times,  if  I  can  trust  what  people  tell  me; 

556.  You  have  had  it  on  fairly  good  authority  that  they 
■do  not  use  antiseptic  precautions  ? — Yes,  they  use  nothing 
of  that  sort. 

557.  And,  therefore,  these  vaccinations  are  more  likely 
to  go  wrong  afterwards  than  those  done  by  public  vac- 
cinators ? — I  should  say  so,  certainly. 

558.  It  has  been  suggested  that  every  medical  man 
should  be  supplied  with  Government  lymph  and  vaccinate 
Ms  own  patients.  Would  such  a  thing  be  practicable  ? 
Tor  instance,  if  the  Government  lymph  came  into  the 
hands  of  the  one-mark  vaccinators,  would  they  continue 
to  vaccinate  in  one  place?— Undoubtedly,  for  this  reason — 
there  are  men  who  are  not  quite  so  scrupulous  as  others, 
and  if  they  can  get  a  larger  number  of  cases  by  vaccinating 
an  one  place,  they  do  not  hesitate  to  do  it. 

559.  And,  therefore,  the  standard  would  to  some  extent 
be  lowered  ? — No  doubt — I  am  sure  it  would. 

560.  To  maintain  that  standard  it  would  be  necessary 
to  have  these  private  medical  men  inspected  ? — It  would. 

561.  That  would  entail  considerable  cost  upon  the 
Treasury  ? — I  should  imagine  so. 

562.  You  wish  the  administration  of  the  Vaccination 
Acts  transferred  from  the  Board  of  Guardians  to  a  central 
authority.  Had  you  in  your  mind  anything  as  to  the 
lessening  of  expense  by  that — by  making  a  general  charge 
for  the  whole  country,  in  widespread  rural  districts  and 
closely  aggregated  urban  districts  ? — I  am  afraid  I  had 
not.  I  had  the  matter  of  efficiency  of  vaccination  in  the 
•district  in  my  mind,  and  the  peace  of  mind  of  the  public 
"vaccinator. 

563.  Another  alternative  has  been  proposed — the 
association  in  rural  districts  of  vaccination  with  the 
medical  officer  of  health's  duties.  Would  such  a  thing  be 
practicable  in  your  locality  ?  That  is  to  say,  that  the 
rural  medical  officer  of  health  should  be  vaccinator  for  the 
^whole  union  ? — I  do  not  think  it  would. 

564.  It  would  be  too  wide  a  district  ? — Yes. 

565.  Is  the  medical  officer  of  health  for  your  union 
•medical  officer  for  the  union  only  or  for  a  larger  area  ?— 
He  is  medical  officer  for  St.  Germans  only. 

566.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Does  he  take  private  practice  ?— 
He  does. 

567.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  You  are  not  favourable  to  the 
idea  that  public  vaccinators  should  be  paid  by  salary,  and 
not  by  fee  ? — I  think  I  said  I  was  not  favourable  to  the 
idea  if  the  salary  was  fixed  by  the  Board  of  Guardians.  I 
think  that  was  my  answer  to  the  question.  I  am  not  at  all 
unfavourable  to  his  being  paid  a  salary  if  that  salary  was 
fixed  by  the  Local  Government  Board. 

568.  But  the  salary  of  the  medical  officer  of  health  is 
fixed  by  the  Rural  District  Council  ? — Yes,  but  I  do  not 
think  it  is  for  the  benefit  of  the  public  that  it  should  be  so. 

569.  If  the  minimum  fee  were  2s.  6d.  for  public  vaccina- 
tion— you  say  it  would  entail  an  average  of  about  three 
visits  for  every  case  that  would  be  done,  a  visit  to  vaccinate, 
a  visit  to  inspect,  and  one  visit  where  you  do  not  get  vac- 
cination done  ? — I  did  not  put  it  quite  so  high  as  that,  I 
said  there  would  be  an  extra  visit  for  every  four.  I  do  not 
think  it  would  come  to  quite  two  extra  visits  in  every  four. 


570.  You  think,  that  granting  there  were  only  two  visits,  Mr.  Gill. 
that  two  visits  and  an  operation  and  certificate  for  2s.  6d- 

would  not  be  sufficient  remuneration  ? — I  do  not.  On  one 
occasion  I  had  to  attend  a  child  three  and  a-half  miles  from 
my  house  for  six  weeks  after  vaccination,  and  I  had  to  do 
the  whole  gratuitously,  of  course.  The  child  had  an  ex- 
tremely bad  arm — why,  I  cannot  imagine.  It  was  done 
with  Government  lymph,  from  the  same  supply  as  four  or 
five  other  children,  who  all  had  excellent  arms.  I  had  to 
attend  the  child  at  that  distance  for  six  weeks. 

571.  If  you  had  all  your  re-vaccination  done  at  certain 
periods  of  the  year  as  in  the  olden  times,  say  half-yearly, 
and  your  re-vaccination  cases  were  assembled  at  your 
surgery  for  one  station,  and  at  a  schoolroom  or  elsewhere  as 
another  station,  the  cost  would  be  very  much  economised? 
— I  am  afraid  that  would  be  impossible.  For  instance,  a  con- 
siderable number  of  my  re-vaccinations  are  boys.  A  very 
large  number  of  boys  in  my  district  go  into  the  Navy,  and 
they  come  to  me  and  say,  "  I  want  to  be  re-vaccinated 
before  I  go  to  be  examined,"  and  I  have  to  fix  a  time  as 
soon  as  possible. 

572.  But  they  come  to  your  surgery  ? — But  not  at  fixed 
times  of  the  year. 

573.  But  if  your  surgery  were  a  station  you  could  afford 
to  do  vaccinations  there  at  a  lower  rate  than  if  you  went  to 
their  houses  ? — Certainly. 

574.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Do  they  not  come  to  your  surgery 
now  ? — Those  boys  would  come,  but  the  great  majority 
send  for  one.  I  generally  get  a  request  by  letter  asking  me 
to  call  and  re-vaccinate  some  one. 

575.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  But  a  2s.  6d.  surgery  fee  is 
not  altogether  un-remunerative  ? — I  think  it  is  a  fair  mini- 
mum perhaps. 

576.  (Mr.  Vcdlance.)  Then  there  is  nothing  in  the 
principle  of  payment  of  salary  to  which  you  would  object, 
assuming  that  it  was  fixed  at  a  fair  and  reasonable 
figure  ?— Certainly. 

577.  That  is,  there  is  nothing  in  the  principle  of  pay- 
ment by  salary  which,  in  your  judgment,  would  militate 
against  efficient  vaccinations  ? — I  think  not. 

578.  With  reference  to  re-vaccination,  have  you  had 
much  re-vaccination  since  the  Act  of  1898  ? — I  have  had  a 
great  deal.  I  could  give  you  the  figures  if  you  wished  it. 
In  the  year  1899,  which  was  the  first  under  the  new  Act,  I 
had  five  cases  of  re-vaccination.  In  the  year  1900  I  had 
thirty-seven.  There  was  a  case  of  smallpox  at  Devonport 
in  the  year  1901,  and  I  had  twenty-nine  cases  of  re-vaccina- 
tion. In  the  year  1902  I  had  157  cases  of  re-vaccination, 
and  that  was  the  time  when  the  Guardians  cried  out  loudly. 
This  year,  up  to  the  present  time,  I  have  only  had  sixteen 
cases  of  re-vaccination. 

579.  Can  you  tell  us  what  proportion  of  those  157  were 
re-vaccinated  at  their  own  homes  ? — I  should  think  a  very 

large  proportion.  ; 

580.  For  the  most  part  they  were  re-vaccinated  at  your 
surgery  ? — No,  at  their  own  homes  for  the  most  part.  Out 
of  157  perhaps  from  fifteen  to  twenty  were  re-vaccinated  at 
my  surgery. 

581.  The  re-vaccination  would  be  upon  request  ? — Yes, 
I  generally  get  letters,  "  Will  you  call  and  re- vaccinate  so- 
and-so." 

582.  A  personal  request  would  not  necessitate  a  call  at 
the  home,  would  it  ? — Oh,  certainly  not,  not  if  a  person 
came  to  my  surgery. 

583.  What  is  the  fee  contracted  for  in  that  case  ? — 
2s.  6d.  at  my  surgery,  7s.  at  their  own  homes. 

584.  With  reference  to  the  small  average  which  the  dis- 
trict medical  officer's  salary  comes  out  at,  is  it  not  a  fact 
that  the  office  of  district  medical  officer  is  very  frequently 
advertised  in  the  country  upon  a  vacancy  occurring  ? — It 
is  always  advertised. 

585.  And  the  salary  is  fixed  by  the  Guardians  ? — 
I  am  inclined  to  think  that  the  salary  is  fixed  by  the  Local 
Government  Board. 

586.  By  the  Guardians  with  the  assent  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  of  course  ? — Yes. 

587.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  candidates  for  the  office  of  dis- 
trict medical  officer  are  frequently  young  medical  practi- 
tioners who  are  seeking  a  practice,  and  who,  by  means  of 
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Mr.  Gill,     appointments  of  this  sort,  obtain  an  introduction  to  the 
district  for  private  practice  ? — Yes,  certainly. 

588.  And  that  would  account  for  the  low  average  per 
visit  which  the  salary  comes  out  at  ? — No  doubt. 

589.  And  therefore  it  would  not  be  fair  to  regard  it  as  a 
factor  in  comparing  the  fee  per  visit  for  vaccination  ?— 
The  salary  bears  no  relation  whatever  to  the  work  done. 

590.  Have  you  any  teacher  of  vaccination  in  your 
union  ? — No. 

591.  What  is  the  relationship  assumed  to  the  public 
vaccinators  by  the  vaccination  officer  ?  Does  he  do  any- 
thing in  the  way  of  assisting  him  ?  Does  he  do  any  of  the 
clerical  work  prescribed  by  the  Order  ? — No,  nothing. 

592.  During  the  smallpox  scare  was  he  engaged  in  any 
special  work — assisting  you  in  promoting  vaccination  ?— 
None  whatever. 

593.  In  the  case  of  re-vaccinations,  have  you  been  in  the 
habit  of  giving  a  certificate  upon  request  ? — Upon  request, 
yes. 

594.  Has  there  been  request  made  in  many  cases  ? — 
Perhaps  about  10  per  cent. 

595.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Those  will  be  the  Navy  cases  ?— 
Very  often — yes,  or  domestic  servants— girls  going  out 
to  service.  Some  people  will  not  have  them  in  their  houses 
without  being  re-vaccinated,  and  they  often  ask  for  certi- 
ficates. 

596.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Then  in  the  case  of  re-vaccinations 
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there  is  no  certificate,  other  than  the  certificate  given  to 
them  upon  request,  which  is  issued  by  you  at  all  ? — None 
whatever. 

597.  So  that  to  that  extent  there  is  not  the  same  duty 
devolving  upon  you  as  in  the  case  of  primary  vaccina- 
tion ?— No,  but  one  has  to  keep  the  record  of  course. 

598.  So  that  in  your  union,  in  your  district,  the  vaccina- 
tion officer  has  no  special  duty  in  connection  with  re-vac- 
cination ? — No. 

599.  He  simply  deals  with  primary  vaccination  ?— 
Quite  so. 

600.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that  the  St.  Germans  Board  of 
Guardians  have  forwarded,  in  common  with  a  great  many 
other  Boards,  a  resolution  to  the  Local  Government  Board 
on  the  subject  of  vaccination  1 — I  believe  they  have. 

601.  But  the  guardians,  while  they  ask  for  reduction  of 
minimum  fees,  are  at  the  same  time  in  favour  of  excep- 
tional fees  being  paid  in  their  own  union  by  reason  of  the 
distances  the  public  vaccinator  has  to  travel  ? — Certainly. 

602.  [Mr.  Lithiby.)  With  regard  to  the  suggestion  that 
has  been  made  that  in  urban  districts,  and  possibly  in 
rural  districts  also,  a  public  vaccinator  should  be  appointed 
to  give  his  whole  time  to  the  work  of  public  vaccination — 
what  do  you  think  of  that  suggestion  ? — Of  course  in- 
urban  districts  it  would  be  easily  workable,  but  I  think 
in  country  districts  extremely  difficult,  owing  to  the  large 
area  to  be  covered.  I  am  sure  it  would  be  practically 
impossible. 


Mr.  T.  W.  Mallam,  called ;  and  Examined. 


*r.  Mallam.  603.  (Chairman.)  Mr.  Mallam,  you  are  the  President 
of  the  National  Poor  Law  Officers'  Association  ? — I  am, 
sir. 

604.  You  are  also  clerk  to  the  Guardians  of  the  Heading- 
ton  Union  ? — Yes,  sir. 

605.  Mr.  Mallam,  the  first  section  of  your  proof  headed 
"  In  the  interests  of  public  health,"  does  not  appear  to  be 
within  the  terms  of  the  reference  to  the  Committee  ? — So 
your  Secretary  has  informed  me,  sir. 

606.  Nor  is  it  in  the  province  of  the  Committee  to  deal 
with  the  section  headed  "  Administration  of  the  Acts," 
except  so  far  as  that  concerns  the  remuneration  of  vaccina- 
tion officers.  Have  you  anything  to  say  on  that  ? — No, 
sir,  nothing  whatever. 

607.  We  then  come  to  the  section  headed  "  Vaccination 
Officer,"  Paragraph  "  (a)  Duty  "  seems  to  be  outside  the 
reference  ? — Quite  so. 

608.  Now  as  to  "  (b)  Remuneration."  In  the  first 
place,  you  think  the  minimum  fee  paid  to  vaccination 
officers  should  be  increased  ? — That  is  so.  May  I 
say  at  once  that  I  do  not  propose  to  say  a  word  with  regard 
to  public  vaccinators,  they  have  not  approached  us  in  any 
shape  or  form.  I  deal  purely  with  the  vaccination  officers. 
It  will  save  time  if  I  mention  that  at  once. 

609.  You  also  consider  that  provision  should  be  made 
for  the  payment  of  a  fee  for  the  registration  of  each  case  of 
successful  re-vaccination  as  well  as  for  cases  of  successful 
primary  vaccination.  ? — If  you  please — that  is  so. 

610.  Are  you  of  opinion  that  vaccination  officers  should 
be  compensated  for  loss  of  fees  in  the  event  of  a  transfer  of 
a  district  or  any  part  of  a  district  to  another  district  or 
union  ? — Yes. 

611.  Have  you  any  special  reason  for  saying  that  ? — No, 
I  have  not.  It  is  the  general  feeling  of  my  Committee,  who 
investigated  the  matter,  that  they  ought  to  have  some 
recompense. 

612.  It  is  not  grounded  upo  i  any  case  or  number  of 
cases  brought  to  your  notice.? — No. 

613.  You  also  say  that  a  vaccination  officer  should  be 
compensated  in  the  event  of  his  relinquishing  his  office  in 
consequence  of  the  administration  of  the  Vaccination  Acts 


being  transferred  to  some  other  local  authority.  I  am  not 
sure  that  the  Committee  can  go  into  that  ? — I  have  nothing 
to  say  to  that,  sir. 

614.  The  paragraph  as  to  "  certificates  of  exemption  " 
also  seems  to  be  outside  the  Committee's  reference  ? — 
Quite  so. 

615.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Have  you  had  before  you,  Mr. 
Mallam,  any  evidence  as  regards  the  difference  between 
the  work  of  vaccination  officers  in  rural  districts  and  the 
work  of  vaccination  officers  in  urban  districts  ? — We  have- 
sent  round  a  circular  to  the  several  Unions  in  England,  ask- 
ing them  to  give  us  a  return,  and  I  have  here  the  returns 
from  nearly  every  union.  Also  I  have  taken  a  certain 
number  of  Unions  in  Oxfordshire,  Berkshire,  and  Bucking- 
hamshire, some  partly  rural  and  some  partly  urban. 

616.  Will  you  give  us  some  figures  ? — If  I  may  read  one- 
or  two  of  them — I  will  deal  with  my  own  district,  Abingdon, 
which  is  both  urban  and  rural.  There  are  55,000  acres.  I 
have  taken  from  these  big  returns  a  few  only  to  bring  before 
this  Committee.  I  think  it  would  show  the  sums  paid  in 
different  unions  above  the  minimum.  (See  Appendix, 
No.  VIII.) 

617.  What  we  wanted  to  know  was  the  amount  of  work 
given  for  the  salary  in  such  cases.  I  understand  that  a 
vaccination  officer  has  a  district  of  so  many  acres.  How 
much  does  it  work  out  at  as  his  remuneration  per  annum  ? 
— That  could  only  be  worked  out  by  giving  you  the  number 
of  births. 

618.  Will  you  read  us  one  of  your  answers  ? — Abingdon 
has  an  acreage  of  55,000,  the  registration  fee  is  5d.  ar  d  the 
vaccination  certificate  fee  is  Is.  3d. — they  are  paid  at  that 
rate.  The  average  number  of  births  per  year  is  420.  That 
is  the  only  way  that  can  be  worked  out  and  I  have  not 
worked  that  out.  I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  in  the  time 
since  I  had  notice. 

619.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Will  you  take  three  or  four  typical 
ones  ?--Bradfield — that  is  my  next. 

620.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  You  will  be  able  to  give  us  the  in- 
formation asked  for  in  this  Local  Government  Board 
return  ? — I  think  I  shall.  The  public  vaccinator  is  finding 
a  great  difficulty  in  answering  parts  of  that,  but  I  have  r  o 
doubt  the  returns  will  be  answered  eventually. 
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621.  (Chairman.)  You  have  yourself  been  called  upon  to 
fill  this  up  ? — Yes,  sir,  and  both  the  public  vaccinators 
have  come  to  me  for  information,  which  I  have  given  them. 

622.  With  your  assistance  you  think  they  will  be  able 
to  fill  them  up  ? — I  have  no  doubt  whatever. 

623.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  In  the  majority  of  the  oases  did 
the  Guardians  pay  the  postage  ? — The  postage  we  have 
left  out  of  the  question.  It  was  brought  before  us  by  the 
vaccination  officers  and  we  have  put  it  on  one  side. 

624.  Is  there  any  substantial  reduction  from  the  re- 
muneration of  vaccination  officers  by  reason  of  their  having 
to  pay  the  postage  ? — In  some  instances  they  say  there  is. 

625.  You  have  no  evidence  ? — I  have  no  evidence  to 
offer  you  to-day,  sir. 

626.  Are  you  of  opinion  that  the  vaccination  officer 
should  pay  the  postage  or  the  Guardians  ? — Personally 
I  think  the  Guardians  should  pay  the  postage. 

627.  You  said  something  about  compensation  to  a 
vaccination  officer  in  the  event  of  the  change  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Vaccination  Acts.  Is  the  vac- 
cination officer  not  a  permanent  officer  ? — I  should  say 
he  is. 

628.  Therefore  if  there  was  any  change  of  that  kind 
his  case  would  be  considered  as  all  permanent  officers' 
cases  are  considered.  Is  that  not  so  ? — I  will  not  be  very 
clear  as  to  that. 

629.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  The  suggestion  that  you  make 
could  not  be  carried  out  without  legislation  ? — No,  that 
is  true. 

630.  Therefore  it  would  be  open  to  the  vaccination 
officers  and  those  who  speak  for  them  to  bring  before 
Parliament  an  amendment  requiring  compensation  to  be 
given  to  them,  if  such  an  amendment  were  not  inserted 
in  any  vaccination  Bill  ? — Yes,  undoubtedly,  as  our  Asso- 
ciation have  done  in  almost  everything  relating  to  the  poor 
law. 

631.  You  are  aware  that  where  a  registrar  of  births  has 
his  district  altered  he  generally  has  terms  made  with 
him  ? — Yes. 

632.  And  you  have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  a  different 
practice  would  be  adopted  with  regard  to  vaccination 
officers  ? — I  have  not. 

633.  I  suppose  you  do  not  speak  in  any  way  in  your 
capacity  as  Clerk  to  the  Guardians  ? — Not  in  any  way. 

634.  Therefore  you  do  not  offer  any  opinion  as  to  the 
fees  paid  by  your  Board  of  Guardians  to  vaccination 
officers  ? — None  whatever. 

635.  Do  you  know  their  views  ? — I  only  know  their  views 
with  regard  to  public  vaccinators;  they  have  never  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  as  to  vaccination  officers  since  I  have 
been  Clerk. 

636.  Are  they  satisfied  with  the  remuneration  they  pay 
their  vaccination  officers  ?— rPerfectly  satisfied. 

637.  Are  your  vaccination  officers  satisfied  with  their 
pay  ? — I  cannot  say  they  are. 

638.  You  have  suggested  that  a  fee  in  respect  of  re- 
vaccinations  should  be  paid  to  vaccination  officers.  You 
are  aware,  of  course,  that  vaccination  officers  have  ordi- 
narily nothing  to  do  with  re-vaccination  ? — No. 

639.  So  that  ordinarily  there  is  no  reason  why  they 
should  be  paid  for  re-vaccination  ? — I  quite  agree  so  far. 

640.  Then  in  times  of  smallpox  prevalence,  duties  are 
cast  upon  vaccination  officers  with  a  view  to  induce  them 
to  promote  re-vaccination  ?— Yes. 

641.  Your  view  is  that  they  should  be  paid  for  the  work 
*hey  do  in  that  capacity  ? — I  think  so,  for  this  reason — 
that  the  public  vaccinator  is  paid  for  his  re-vaccinations 
and  the  vaccination  officer  has  the  labour  and  trouble  of 
working  up  the  cases  for  him  to  re- vaccinate,  and  it  seems 
unfair  that  the  vaccination  officer  should  not  get  some  fee. 

642.  You  are  aware  that  it  is  open  to  the  Board  of 
Guardians  to  pay  a  vaccination  officer  what  is  called  a 
gratuity — what  would  better  be  called  a  fee — for  work 
done  under  these  circumstances  ? — Undoubtedly. 

643.  Do  you  know  whether  Boards  of  Guardians 
generally  have  refused  t  >  pay  their  vaccination  officers 
fees  in  these  circumstances  ? — I  cannot  say  that.  I 
should  like  to  add  that  there  are  a  certain  number  of 
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Boards  of  Guardians  in  this  country  who  never  think  Mr.  Mallam. 
of  doing  it,  who  are  strong  anti-vaccinationists.    I  do 
not  know  of  any  case  you  have  mentioned  at  all. 

644.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  reasonable  that  the 
sanitary  authority  should  be  empowered  to  pay  a  fee 
to  vaccination  officers  in  these  circumstances,  seeing 
that  the  work  is  in  effect  done  with  a  view  to  promote 
the  public  health  ? — I  see  no  objection  to  that  whatever. 

645.  Have  any  representations  been  made  to  you  by 
the  vaccination  officers  of  the  Birmingham  Union? — 
No,  sir,  only  the  Vaccination  Officers'  Association. 

646.  I  did  not  know  whether,  in  view  of  this  Circular, 
you  had  heard  of  any  difficulties  which  the  vaccination 
officers  of  the  Birmingham  Union  have  had  with  their 
Guardians  in  regard  to  the  lowness  of  their  fees  ? — No, 
sir,  no. 

647.  Do  you  make  any  representations  to  the  Com- 
mittee with  regard  to  the  expenses  of  vaccination  officers 
in  legal  proceedings  ? — The  matter  has  been  discussed 
upon  this  ground  only,  that  where  the  vaccination  officers 
have  taken  proceedings  before  an  ordinary  police  court 
and  there  has  been  an  appeal,  then  there  has  come  the 
question  :  "  How  can  we  go  on  ?  We  have  been  advised 
by  the  Local  Government  Board  that  we  must  get  the 
consent  of  our  Guardians  before  we  can  appeal.  We 
may  have  a  Board  of  Guardians  who  are  anti-vaccina- 
tionists, and  decline  to  allow  us  to  go  on.  We  want  some 
authority  to  go  on  with  that  appeal  and  appeal  success- 
fully." That  is  the  point  laid  before  us.  They  feel  that 
it  is  a  hardship  upon  them  to  have  had  the  duty  put  upon 
them  to  take  proceedings  without  sanction  from  the 
Guardians,  and  then  be  met  by  refusal  to  allow  them  to 
appeal  or  to  fight  the  appeal,  as  the  case  may  be. 

648.  You  are  aware,  I  suppose,  that  some  Boards  of 
Guardians  have  objected  to  pay  the  costs  of  a  solicitor 
assisting  the  vaccination  officer  in  proceedings  which  he 
has  taken  under  the  Vaccination  Acts  ? — Yes. 

649.  Have  you  any  representations  to  make  as  to  that 
matter  ?  —  Only  my  own  personal  feeling  upon  that 
matter. 

650.  Not  as  representing  the  Association  ? — As  repre- 
senting the  Association  I  have  not,  as  Clerk  to  the  Magis- 
trates of  Oxford  I  have. 

651.  With  the  experience  that  you  have  had  as  Clerk 
to  the  Magistrates  and  as  Clerk  to  a  large  Board  ? — A 
small  Board,  sir,  it  is  a  very  small  union— only  thirty 
parishes  and  twenty-four  or  thirty  Guardians,  I  am  not 
quite  sure. 

652.  Well,  with  the  experience  that  you  have  had  as 
Clerk  to  a  Board  of  Guardians,  and  the  experience  that 
you  have  had  in  the  capacity  in  which  you  appear  to-day 
as  President  of  the  National  Poor  Law  Officers'  Associa- 
tion, do  you  think  it  is  reasonable  that  in  the  majority 
of  cases  vaccination  officers  should  have  legal  assistance 
in  dealing  with  their  cases  before  magistrates  ? — Person- 
ally I  do  not.  I  think  they  are  well  able  to  conduct  these 
cases  before  the  magistrates.  The  law  appears  to  me  to 
be  so  very  clear — I  have  argued  it  over  and  over  again 
with  them. 

653.  Would  you  hold  that  opinion  in  a  case  where  the 
vaccination  officer  was  opposed  by  Counsel  ?— No,  I  do  not 
go  so  far  as  that.  Where  a  vaccination  officer  is  opposed 
by  Counsel  I  think  it  is  very  hard  that  he  should  have 
to  fight  his  own  battle.  I  think  that  where  Counsel  are 
engaged  they  add  great  weight  to  their  side.  I  am  talk- 
ing now  chiefly  of  Borough  Benches. 

654.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  the  plaintiff  in  the  proceed- 
ings, that  is  to  say,  the  vaccination  officer,  does  not  know 
whether  the  defendant  will  have  Counsel  or  not  until  he 
appears  in  Court  ? — That  is  so,  in  most  instances. 

655.  Now,  this  is  a  question  that  does  not  arise  on  our 
inquiry,  but  it  is  necess  iry  to  ask  the  question  to  follow  up 
the  train  of  reasoning  that  is  in  my  mind  that  I  shall  show 
you  presently.  It  would  be  unreasonable,  would  it  not, 
for  magistrates  to  adjourn  a  case  merely  on  the  ground 
that  the  plaintiff  is  not  prepared  to  go  on,  in  consequence 
of  the  fact  that  Counsel  has  arrived  to  conduct  the  defen- 
dant's case  ? — I  have  never  heard  of  such  a  thing,  nor 
should  I  advise  my  Bench  to  do  so. 

656.  Does  not  that  weaken  the  answer  to  my  question  that 
the  vaccination  officer  should  not  employ  legal  assistance 
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r.  to  conduct  a  case  ? — It  does  weaken  it  from  the  point  you 
put  it,  but  the  vaccination  laws  are  to  me  so  clear  that  in 
the  ordinary  course  of  things  every  vaccination  officer 
is  fully  competent  to  conduct  his  cases. 

657.  Mr.  Mallam,  you  are  a  solicitor,  but  the  vaccination 
officer  has  never  had  the  most  elementary  training  in  legal 
procedure  until  he  appears  in  the  police  court  ? — True. 

658.  Is  it  then  unreasonable  that  he  should  ask  the 
assistance  of  a  solicitor  to  deal  with  his  cases  when  he  may  in 
any  case  be  met  by  a  clever  Counsel  from  town  to  oppose 
him  ? — If  you  put  it  in  that  way,  "  Is  it  unreasonable  ?  " 
Certainly  not.  "  Is  it  necessary  ?  "  was  the  question  you 
put  to  me  before,  I  think. 

659.  Supposing  an  understanding  were  come  to  that, 
whenever  the  vaccination  officer  is  met  by  Counsel,  the 
magistrates  should  adjourn  the  case  unless  notice  of  Coun- 
sel were  given  to  the  vaccination  officer,  would  it  be  practi- 
cable to  carry  out  that  arrangement  ? — I  think  it  would  be 
practicable — it  would. 

660.  Of  course,  you  are  aware  that  in  many  civil  pro- 
ceedings notice  of  Counsel  has  to  be  given  ? — Of  course, 
and  if  it  is  not  given  adjournment  will  follow,  as  a  matter 
of  course. 

661.  If  that  were  done  it  would  materially  diminish  the 
cost  of  legal  proceedings,  would  it  not,  incurred  by  vaccina- 
tion officers  in  vaccination  cases  in  many  districts  ? — It 
would. 

662.  (Chairman.)  Your  opinion  is  that  as  a  rule  the  cases 
that  have  to  be  brought  into  Court  by  vaccination  officers 
are  so  plain,  the  facts  are  so  few,  the  evidence  required  is  so 
simple,  that  he  does  not  require  any  legal  assistance, 
remembering  also  that  the  Clerks  to  the  Magistrates 
themselves  will  see  that  no  questions  of  an  improper  or 
unfair  character  are  put  to  the  witness  ? — Undoubtedly, 
sir,  and  if  I  may  add,  sir,  as  Clerk,  I  should  feel  it  my  duty, 
even  if  the  defence  were  represented  by  a  solicitor,  to  do 
everything  in  my  power  to  assist  the  vaccination  officer. 
As  Clerk  to  the  Magistrates  I  should  feel  that  in  all  cases 
where  a  complainant  is  not  assisted  by  legal  advice  I  ought 
to  do  all  I  could  to  help  him.  That  is  another  reason  why  I 
think  that  in  ordinary  cases  there  is  no  need  for  a  solicitor. 

663.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  In  your  judgment,  Mr.  Mallam, 
there  is  no  actual  necessity  in  the  majority  of  cases  for  legal 
assistance  ? — I  am  sure  there  is  not. 

664.  But  that  where  the  defendant  appears  by  a  solicitor 
or  Counsel,  in  such  cases  the  vaccination  officer  should  be 
assisted  ? — It  would  be  better. 

665.  But  within  your  own  experience  has  there  been  any 
serious  question  as  to  the  cost  incurred  in  summary  pro- 
ceedings ? — None. 

666.  Has  the  difficulty  not  arisen  where  there  is  an  ap- 
peal upon  a  question  of  law  ? — I  have  never  known  such  a 
case  in  my  own  district. 

667.  Speaking  on  behalf  of  the  vaccination  officers,  you 
suggest  that  the  minimum  fee  to  vaccination  officers  should 
be  increased  ? — Yes,  increased. 

668.  Is  there  a  general  feeling  amongst  vaccination 
officers  that,  in  any  circumstances,  in  the  most  compact 
and  easily  worked  districts,  the  present  minimum  fee  is 
lower  than  it  should  be  ? — Yes,  I  think  so. 

669.  With  reference  to  your  suggestion  that  payment 
should  be  made  for  the  registration  of  each  case  of  success- 
ful re-vaccination.  What  would  be  the  machinery,  what 
have  you  in  your  mind  as  to  the  machinery  whereby  a  certi- 
ficate would  get  to  the  vaccination  officer  ? — I  am  afraid — 
as  to  how  

670.  At  the  present  time  the  public  vaccinator  is  re- 
quired to  give  a  certificate  of  successful  primary  vaccina- 
tion ? — True. 

671.  When  you  come  to  re-vaccination  there  is  no  pro- 
vision in  the  Act  or  Order  for  a  certificate  of  such  re- 
vaccination,  except  a  certificate  which  may  be  requested 
by  the  person  re-vaccinated  ? — That  is  so. 

672.  And  which  is  handed  to  him  ? — That  is  so. 

673.  At  present  the  vaccination  officer  has  nothing  to 
do  with  re-vaccination,  speaking  clerically  ? — That  is  so. 

674.  But  in  circumstances  of  emergency  his  services 
may  be  required  generally  and  these  services  would 
largely  go  in  the  direction  of  orders  to  the  public  vaccina- 
tor, with  a  view  to  promote  vaccination  and  re-vaccina- 
tion ? — That  is  so. 


675.  In  such  circumstances  would  it  be  a  fair  and  reason- 
able arrangement  to  provide  a  fee  for  the  registration  of 
re-vaccination,  which  is  not  required  otherwise  to  be 
registered.  Or  would  the  case  be  sufficiently  met  by 
Article  20  of  the  Order  and  the  subsidiary  Article  (2), 
"  Subject  to  the  above  provisions  as  to  the  minimum,  the 
amount  of  such  payments  shall  be  such  as  we  may  approve 
or  direct ;  and  shall  be  increased  or  reduced  and  such 
additional  payment  shall  be  made  for  extraordinary 
services  of  the  vaccination  officer,  or  under  other  unfore- 
seen circumstances,  as  we  shall  from  time  to  time  approve 
or  direct."  In  the  case  of  an  outbreak  of  small-pox  where 
the  vaccination  officer  is  called  upon  to  discharge  extra- 
ordinary duties,  would  that  Article  not  sufficiently  meet 
the  case  ? — I  think  that  would  be  sufficient. 

676.  (Chairman.)  You  said  just  now  on  the  question 
of  postage  that  you  would  prefer  that  the  Guardians- 
should  pay  it.  Why  ? — It  is  hard  to  explain  why  I  say 
that.  It  is  the  general  feeling,  it  has  been  discussed  at 
our  meetings  whether  the  Guardians  should  pay  them. 
I  believe  the  Vaccination  Officers'  Association  themselves 
will  bring  that  point  before  you. 

677.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  I  suppose  in  order  to  do  their 
work  efficiently  they  must  pay  postages  ? — That  is  so. 

678.  And  the  more  efficiently  they  do  their  work  the 
more  they  pay  ?— Yes. 

679.  And  the  more  they  are  out  of  pocket  ? — Un- 
doubtedly. 

680.  Therefore,  it  is  the  fact  that  if  they  have  to  pay 
their  own  postages,  there  is  to  a  certain  extent  an  in- 
ducement not  to  do  their  work  ? — Undoubtedly. 

681.  Because  they  are  fined  for  doing  their  work  well  ? — 
That  is  what  it  comes  to. 

682.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  And  it  is  only  fair  and  reason- 
able that  thi  fee  prescribed  should  be  a  fee  to  them  with- 
out deduction  ?— That  is  so. 

683.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Do  you  think  it  would  be  desirable 
that  a  salary  should  be  paid  to  vaccination  officers  instead 
of  fees  ? — That  we  have  never  discussed.  I  have  never 
had  time  to  consider  that  question. 

684.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Has  your  Association  discussed 
the  question  about  remuneration  of  vaccination  officers  in 
anti-vaccination  unions  ? — No. 

685.  Where  the  vaccination  officer  gets  few  certificates 
and  has  to  do  treble  the  work  of  an  officer  where  the  cases 
are  carried  out  smoothly  ? — That  has  not  been  discussed. 

686.  Is  that  not  a  case  where  a  salary  would  be  prefer- 
able ? — Undoubtedly. 

687.  And  therefore  it  may  be  expected  that  your 
Association  would  be  favourable  to  salary  being  fixed  in- 
stead of  fees  ? — Without  a  doubt  in  a  case  of  that  sort. 
May  I  mention  one  other  point  ?  There  are  cases  where 
the  vaccination  officer  is  not  also  relieving  officer.  It  has 
been  brought  before  us  very  strongly  that  where  he  is 
relieving  officer  he  covers  the  same  ground  in  that  capacity 
as  in  the  capacity  of  vaccination  officer.  He  gets  a  certain 
salary  as  relieving  officer  and  he  gets  a  certain  remunera- 
tion as  vaccination  officer.  But  where  he  is  not  relieving 
officer  also  he  gets  only  the  same  fee  as  vaccination  officer. 
He  gets  the  same  salary  though  he  has  not  the  other  work 
to  do  as  relieving  officer. 

688.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Is  that  so  necessarily  ?  The  fee 
prescribed  by  the  Order  is  a  minimum,  below  which  it 
cannot  go  ? — That  is  true. 

689.  But  where  a  man  has  to  traverse  long  distances  and 
he  is  devoting  the  whole  of  his  time  to  his  duty  and  incurs 
possibly  personal  expense,  surely  in  such  cases  no  Board  of 
Guardians  would  adhere  to  the  minimum  fee  ? — But  they 
do — that  is  a  point  I  wanted  to  bring  before  you.  There  is 
an  anomaly  certainly  there. 

690.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Are  not  vaccination  officers  very 
commonly  registrars  even  if  not  relieving  officers  ? — Yes, 
they  are — of  course  in  some  instances  they  are,  but  not  in 
all. 

691.  So  that  your  remark  applies  to  cases  where  they  are 
neither  relieving  officers  nor  registrars  ? — If  you  please. 

692.  (Chairman.)  Has  anything  occurred  to  you, 
in  connection  with  this  Return,  in  the  shape  of  evidence 
you  would  like  to  put  before  the  Committee  ?— No,  sir. 
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Mr.  W.  D.  Elsam,  called  ;  and  Examined. 


693.  (Chairman.)  Mr.  Elsam,  you  are  Honorary 
Secretary  to  the  National  Vaccination  Officers'  Assoc- 
iation, I  think  ? — Yes,  sir. 

694.  You  are  also  Vaccination  Officer  of  the  Kingston 
Union  ? — That  is  so,  sir. 

695.  You  are  representing  particularly  vaccination 
officers  in  urban  and  thickly-populated  districts  ? — Yes, 
sir. 

696.  What  is  the  area  of  the  Kingston  Union  ? — The 
area  of  the  Kingston  Union  is  25,433  acres. 

697.  And  the  population  ? — The  population  is  137,696. 

698.  What  is  the  average  birth-rate — can  you  give  us 
that  ? — 3,290.  That  is  the  number  received  from  the  Regis- 
trar during  the  year — the  number  of  births  that  is. 

699.  Within  the  year  is  that  ? — Yes,  my  last  supple- 
mental return  for  1901  gives  3,392  for  the  five  registra- 
tion districts. 

700.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  What  year  was  that  ? — The  year 
1901. 

701.  (Chairman.)  What  is  the  average  number  of 
vaccinations  in  the  Union  ? — 2,725. 

702.  How  many  public  vaccinators  are  there  in  the 
Union  ? — Fifteen. 

703.  I  think  you  can  give  us  the  number  of  visits  made 
by  the  vaccination  officer  before  placing  names  on  Form 
H  for  the  years  1899  to  August,  1903,  also  the  number  of 
births,  number  of  successful  primary  vaccinations,  certifi- 
cates of  postponement,  exemption,  insusceptibility, 
removals,  cases  not  found,  names  on  Form  H,  and  total 
number  of  cases  lost  for  the  same  period  ? — Yes,  sir.  Tak- 
ing the  year  1899,  1,651  visits  were  made  before  placing 
names  on  Form  H,  there  were  3,429  births,  2,013  vacci- 
nated, 347  certificates  of  postponement,  91  exemption  cer- 
tificates, 30  insusceptibility,  and  25  removals.  Cases 
not  found,  229.  Names  on  Form  H,  1,397.  Total 
number  of  cases  lost  for  the  year,  242 — that  is,  when 
the  supplemental  return  is  made  and  sent  to  the  Local 
Government  Board. 

704.  Does  "  lost  "  mean  not  traceable  ? — Yes,  that  is 
removed  away.    You  lose  sight  of  them  altogether. 

705.  They  remove  to  places  unknown  ? — Yes,  sir. 
Then  for  the  year  1900 — 2,187  visits  were  made  by  the 
vaccination  officer  before  names  were  placed  on  Form  H. 
The  number  of  births  was  3,448  ;  3,048  were  vaccinated  ; 
certificates  of  postponement,  364 ;  exemptions,  88 ; 
insusceptibility,  15  ;  removals,  29  ;  149  cases  not  found. 
2,009  names  on  Form  H  ;  total  number  of  cases  lost,  230. 
In  the  year  1901  there  were  2,082  visits  made  by  the 
vaccination  officer.  There  were  3,392  births ;  4,311 
vaccinated ;  587  certificates  of  postponement ;  125  ex- 
emptions ;  11  insusceptibility ;  27  removals ;  95  cases 
not  found ;  1,960  on  Form  H  ;  252  lost  for  the  year. 
In  the  year  1902  there  were  2,235  visits  made  by  the  vac- 
cination officer  ;  3,495  births  ;  4,141  vaccinated  ;  468 
certificates  of  postponement ;  49  exemptions  ;  7  insus- 
ceptibility ;  31  removals ;  73  cases  not  found ;  2,131 
names  on  Form  H  ;  losses  for  the  year — return  not  com- 
plete. 

In  the  year  1903,  up  to  August,  there  have  been  1,439 
visits  ;  2,590  births  ;  2,250  vaccinated  ;  380  certificates 
of  postponement ;  45  exemptions  ;  five  insusceptibility  ; 
38  removals  ;  73  cases  not  found  ;  1,328  names  on  Form 
H  ;  total  loss  for  the  year — return  not  yet  complete. 

706.  How  many  "  K  "  notices  were  sent  by  you  in 
1902  ?— 575. 

707.  What  is  the  total  number  of  prosecutions  since  the 
Act  of  1898  and  the  costs  ? — 139  prosecutions  altogether  ; 
44  summonses  under  Section  29  ;  90  summonses  under 
Section  31  ;  one  summons  under  Section  7  ;  and  four 
summonses  under  Section  30,  making  a  total  of  139.  The 
total  cost  of  proceedings,  including  Court  fees,  doctors' 
fees,  solicitors'  fees  and  personal  expenses,  as  per  return 
to  be  submitted  by  the  Clerk  to  the  Guardians,  is 
£68  12s.  2d.  Now,  of  course,  there  is  no  expense  as  regards 


the  doctors,  because  according  to  the  latest  ruling  we  £isam 
need  not  have  the  doctor  in  attendance  at  the  Court. 

708.  You  have,  I  see,  prepared  a  Return  showing  the 
number  of  names  placed  on  Form  H  for  the  year  1902  and 
the  number  vaccinated  by  the  public  vaccinator  and 
postponed  by  him  upon  his  visit,  also  the  number  who 
refuse  vaccination,  that  is,  they  either  say  they  will  have 
their  own  doctor,  or  refuse,  and  in  some  cases  remove 
between  the  visit  of  the  vaccination  officer  and  that  of  the 
public  vaccinator.  Also  the  area  of  each  public  vaccina- 
tor's district,  and  the  population  according  to  the  census 
of  1901  ?— That  is  so,  sir. 

709.  You  will  hand  that  in  ?— Yes,  sir.    (See  Appendix 
No.  IX.)    Shall  I  read  it  ? 

710.  No,  if  you  hand  in  a  copy,  that  will  do.  I  see  that 
you  show  here  also  the  public  vaccinators  ? — Yes,  sir,  they 
are  also  district  medical  officers.  You  will  see  that  in 
Wimbledon  one  area  is  given  for  three.  The  district 
has  just  been  split  into  three  and  we  do  not  know  the  area 
of  the  different  doctors.  The  whole  of  Wimbledon  is 
3,700  acres.  Dr.  Coleman  is  the  public  vaccinator  for  the 
Surbiton  district,  and  it  comprises  3,785  acres.  The  area  of 
the  union  is  25,433  acres.  The  population  is  137,696. 
The  number  of  names  placed  on  Form  H  by  me  for  the 
twelve  months  was  2,131.  The  number  vaccinated  by  the 
public  vaccinator  at  his  first  visit  was  1,007.  The  number 
postponed  by  the  public  vaccinator  was  135.  The  number 
who  refused  vaccination  was  989.  Out  of  that  989  I 
think  I  reported  that  I  sent  570  odd  Notice  K's.  Out  of 
989  cases  returned  to  me  as  unvaccinated  by  the  public 
vaccinator  I  had  to  deal  with  500  odd  afterwards,  that 
is,  to  send  notices  threatening  proceedings. 

711.  How  many  of  that  number  were  vaccinated 
eventually,  do  you  know  ? — I  could  not  tell  you. 

712.  What  proportion — can  you  tell  us  that  ? — I 
should  think  possibly  900  of  them  eventually  were  ac- 
counted for  as  successfully  vaccinated. 

713.  And  ail  in  your  district  ? — All  in  my  district — 
yes. 

714.  Leaving  only  89  ? — Only  89  defaulters  for  the 
year. 

715.  Some  of  those  may  have  been  removals  ? — Some  of 
them  would  be — yes. 

716.  You  have  experienced  an  outbreak  of  smallpox  in 
the  Kingston  Union  ? — Yes,  sir. 

717.  When  was  that? — The  first  case  occurred  in 
Wimbledon  on  the  7th  November,  1901,  and  the  last  case 
was  on  the  13th  June,  1902.  I  have  drawn  up  a  short 
account  of  what  I  did  during  that  epidemic.  At  your 
pleasure  I  will  read  it. 

718.  Yes,  if  you  please.— The  total  number  of  cases 
of  smallpox  was  36.  They  occurred  in  five  out  of  the 
seventeen  parishes,  viz.,  Kingston,  4  ;  Wimbledon,  12  ; 
Teddington,  16 ;  Long  Ditton,  2 ;  Hampton,  2.  The 
first  case  occurred  in  Wimbledon  on  the  7th  November, 
1901,  and  the  last  case  in  Wimbledon  on  the  13th 
June,  1902.  Immediately  that  I  received  notification 
of  a  case  by  telegram  or  telephone,  I  at  once 
proceeded  to  the  district  and  made  full  inquiries  with 
a  view  of  tracing  all  contacts  and  advocating  re-vaccina- 
tion. The  public  vaccinators  between  30th  September, 
1901,  and  30th  June,  1902,  re-vaccinated  11,804  persons, 
as  compared  with  37  for  the  same  period  the  previous 
year,  and  performed  3,096  primary  vaccinations,  as  com- 
pared with  1,453.  The  great  increase  in  the  number 
of  primary  vaccinations  was  largely  owing  to  the  action 
which  I  took  and  to  the  public  vaccinators  visiting  the 
schools  and  examining  the  children,  many  of  whom 
were  found  unvaccinated,  and  to  the  house  -  to  -  house 
visitation  by  me  in  several  parts  of  the  union.  The 
total  number  of  primary  vaccinations  from  September, 
1901,  to  June,  1902,  was  4,623,  as  compared  with  2,781 
for  the  same  period  in  the  previous  year.  I  was  in- 
structed by  the  Board  of  Guardians  to  obtain  and  circulate 
lymph  as  required  by  the  public  vaccinators,  since  they 
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were  unable  to  obtain  it  from  the  Local  Government 
Board  for  re-vaccinations.  The  total  number  of  tubes 
thui  obtained  and  circulated  by  me  was  6,450.  I  further 
received  instructions  to  open  vaccination  stations  in 
Kingston,  Teddington,  and  Wimbledon,  and  attended 
personally  most  evenings  they  were  open.  As  an 
instance  of  my  success  in  promoting  re-vaccination,  when 
an  outbreak  of  smallpox  occurred  amongst  the  men 
employed  on  the  construction  of  the  new  reservoirs  at 
Hampton  I  conferred  with  the  engineer  to  the  Water 
Works  and  the  contractor,  and  it  was  arranged  that  I 
should  try  and  persuade  the  men  to  be  re-vaccinated. 
So  they  were  assembled  together,  about  500  in  number, 
when  I  explained  the  value  of  vaccination  and  re-vaccina- 
lion  as  a  protection  against  smallpox,  and  was  successful 
in  getting  over  90  per  cent,  of  the  men  to  be  either 
vaccinated  or  re-vaccinated,  with  the  result  that  the 
disease  was  immediately  stamped  out.  I  did  the  same 
thing  when  smallpox  broke  out  amongst  the  men  em- 
ployed on  the  construction  of  a  new  reservoir  at  Long 
Ditton,  the  construction  of  the  new  lock  at  Teddington, 
and  the  laying  of  the  tramway  lines  at  Hampton  Court, 
and  was  equally  successful  in  persuading  the  men  to  be 
done  and  stamping  out  the  disease,  as  in  neither  case  did 
a  second  case  arise  from  the  first.  I  was  invited  to  give  lec- 
tures at  large  places  of  business,  which  I  did,  persuading 
many  hundreds  to  be  re-vaccinated.  On  one  occasion 
I  was  re-vaccinated  myself  in  order  to  get  twenty  carmen 
who  had  been  in  contact  with  a  very  bad  case  of  smallpox 
to  be  done,  and  was  successful.  On  many  occasions  I 
was  working  eighteen  to  twenty  hours  a  day,  including 
Sundays.  Owing  to  the  increase  in  the  number  of  primary 
vaccinations  during  the  outbreak  of  smallpox  my  fees 
were  increased  by  £138,  but  owing  to  the  extraordinary 
amount  of  extra  expense  in  promoting  re-vaccination, 
tracing  contacts,  circulating  lymph,  and  extra  personal 
expenses,  I  only  gained  £44  9s.  9d.,  as  I  sent  in  a  return 
of  expenses  to  my  Board  of  Guardians  amounting  to 
£104  15s.  9d.,  and  they  only  voted  me  £11  5d.  6d.,  and 
refused  to  make  me  a  grant  for  extraordinary  services. 
I  received  two  votes  of  thanks  from  the  Teddington 
Urban  District  Council,  and  one  from  the  Esher  and 
Dittons  Urban  District  Council,  and  a  letter  of  commenda- 
tion from  Mr.  Arnold  Royle,  Medical  Inspector  to  the 
Local  Government  Board,  dated  8th  May,  1902.  That 
is  the  statement,  sir. 

719.  Have  the  duties  of  a  Vaccination  Officer  under 
the  Order  of  1898  increased  as  compared  with  his  duties 
under  the  Order  of  1874  ? — Yes,  sir.  Under  the  old 
Orders,  when  vaccination  stations  were  opened  in  my  dis- 
trict, they  only  had  two  vaccination  stations  open  every 
week  ;  in  other  districts  some  were  open  once  every 
quarter,  and  some  only  every  six  months.  Under 
the  old  Orders,  as  a  child,  or  the  parent  of  a  child, 
became  in  default,  we  sent  them  notice  that  they 
were  in  default,  and  then  they  had  to  have  the 
child  vaccinated  or  take  the  child  to  the  station  within  a 
certain  time — a  reasonable  time — fourteen  or  fifteen  days. 
If  they  did  not  attend  the  station,  or  have  the  child  vac- 
cinated by  their  own  doctor,  we  then  had  to  make  personal 
inquiries.  Whereas,  we  have  now  to  make  personal  in- 
quiries at  the  end  of  the  four  months  and  a  week  in  every 
case.  Under  the  old  Act  I  should  not  have  to  make  more 
than  perhaps  500  visits  a  year  ;  under  the  present  Act,  as 
I  have  shown  you  in  my  return,  I  had  to  make  in  one  year 
(1902)  2,235  visits,  that  is,  personal  calls,  before  I  could  put 
any  names  on  Form  H,  and  out  of  those  2,235  I  put  2,131 
on  the  Form  H,  for  the  doctor  to  call.  Then  again,  under 
the  old  Order  we  simply  had  to  enter  in  the  date  of  a 
certificate  of  postponement,  whereas  now  when  we  receive 
a  certificate  of  postponement  we  have  to  enter  the  cause 
for  which  it  was  postponed.  Then,  of  course,  the  certi- 
ficates of  exemption — we  have  to  enter  them  up,  whereas 
under  the  old  Act  there  were  no  certificates  of  exemption. 
As  regards  removal  cases,  the  work  is  about  the  same  as 
under  the  old  Act.  The  only  thing  is,  we  find  people  are 
more  likely  to  move  about  under  the  present  arrangements 
than  under  the  old  Act,  because  I  call  at  the  end  of  the 
four  months  and  one  week,  put  the  name  on  Form  H,  and 
send  it  to  the  public  vaccinator  ;  the  people  know  that  he 
may  be  expected,  and  between  my  visit  and  that  of  the 
public  vaccinator  they  very  often  move.  He  returns  the 
sheet  to  me  again,  and  I  have  then  to  go  and  make  further 
inquiries.  I  have  had  cases  where  people  have  moved  three 
or  four  times  before  a  public  vaccinator  can  catch  them. 


720.  What  is  the  occupation  of  those  people  of  wThom 
you  are  speaking  ? — They  are  general  labourers  and  brick- 
layers. South  Wimbledon  is  a  poor  class  of  property — a 
labouring  class,  and  it  is  nothing  for  them  to  move  three 
or  four  times  in  a  month.  I  have  traced  people  who  have 
purposely  changed  their  address  between  the  time  of  my 
call  and  the  public  vaccinator's  visit.  I  call  at  a  certain 
house,  and  they  know  that  is  a  warning  that  the  public  vac- 
cinator is  coming.  Then  Mrs.  Brown  will  change  houses 
with  Mrs.  Jones,  and  when  you  call  and  ask  for  Mrs. 
Brown,  they  know  nothing  about  it — she  is  gone  away. 
Sometimes  I  can  trace  them,  and  I  find  they  have  gone- 
back  to  where  they  originally  were. 

721.  Do  you  mean  that  they  change  to  avoid  vaccina- 
tion ? — Purposely  to  avoid  vaccination. 

722.  But  surely  it  would  be  easier  for  them  to  claim  ex- 
emption ? — No,  because  the  magistrates,  with  one  excep- 
tion, will  not  grant  certificates  of  exemption  unless  the 
father  applies  himself,  and,  rather  than  lose  his  time  to 
apply  for  an  exemption,  he  would  have  the  child  vaccinated. 
With  the  working  class  it  is  generally  the  mother  who 
objects  to  vaccination — she  does  not  like  the  trouble. 
They  are  continually  changing  purposely  to  avoid  vaccina- 
tion. They  laugh  at  me  afterwards  when  I  have  traced 
them,  and  say,  "  You  have  caught  me  at  last — I  might  as 
well  have  given  in  at  first." 

723.  — Have  you  had  to  give  up  any  appointments  held 
prior  to  the  Act  of  1898  ? — Yes,  I  held  other  appointments 
in  Kingston — my  fixed  income  from  these  appointments 
was  £245  a  year.  Just  after  the  Act  of  1898  came  into 
operation  and  towards  the  end  of  1899,  I  found  it  was 
impossible  for  me  to  retain  those  appointments  and  to  do 
my  duty  under  the  Vaccination  Laws,  so  I  voluntarily 
resigned  all  my  other  appointments. 

724.  What  were  those  ? — I  was  Secretary  and  Collector 
to  the  Kingston  Hospital  at  £80  per  annum,  Secretary  and 
Collector  of  the  Kingston  Chrysanthemum  Society  at  £35  a 
year,  Secretary  and  Collector  to  the  Kingston  Borough 
Regatta  at  £20  a  year,  Secretary  of  the  Kingston  Licensed 
Victuallers'  Protection  Society,  at  £30  a  year.  I  was  also 
an  Auctioneer,  House  and  Estate  Agent,  which  brought 
me  in  £50  a  year,  and  Insurance  Agent,  which  brought  me 
in  £30  a  year.  The  total  of  all  these  was  £245  a  year.  I 
threw  the  whole  of  that  up  and  devoted  the  whole  of 
my  time  to  the  Board.  My  present  fees  were  fixed  when 
I  was  holding  these  appointments. 

725.  You  were  not  called  upon  to  give  your  whole  time  ? 
— Oh  no,  sir,T  quite  voluntarily  threw  them  up. 

726.  How  do  the  fees  compare  with  the  old  fees  ? — In 
the  year  1896  I  received  £173  7s.  for  the  twelve  months, 
and  for  the  year  "ending  Lady  Day  1900,  I  received 
£242  15s.  6d.  In  the  year  1897  I  received  £175  2s.,  for 
the  year  1901— £321  2s.  Then  in  the  year  1898  I  received 
£170  9s.  ;  and  in  1902  (that  was  the  time  of  the  epidemic 
of  smallpox)  I  received  £441  10s.  6d.  In  the  year  1899  I 
received  £171  9s.  6d.,  and  in  the  year  1903  to  Lady  Day 
£359  19s. 

727.  Have  you  to  pay  for  any  assistance  yourself  ? — No, 
I  am  not  allowed  any  assistance. 

728.  Do  you  find  it  necessary  to  employ  any  ? — Oh  no, 
but  I  have  to  pay  all  my  own  travelling  expenses  ;  and  I 
provided  clerical  assistance  during  the  outbreak  of  small- 
pox. 

729.  Do  you  have  an  office  provided  for  you  ? — No,  I 
provide  my  own  office.  My  Board  provided  me  with 
an  office  up  to  three  years  ago.  They  built  some  new 
offices  and  they  found  that  they  had  not  sufficient  accom- 
modation for  me.  They  looked  up  some  old  minutes  and 
they  found  that  they  were  not  compelled  to  provide  me 
with  an  office,  although  they  had  done  so  for  seven  years. 
They  gave  me  twenty-four  hours'  notice  to  provide  an  office 
of  my  own.  The  landlord  of  the  house  in  which  I  was  living 
objected  to  my  using  it  as  an  office  and  1  was  forced  to 
take  a  bigger  house,  and  I  took  it  on  a  lease  at  £20  a  year 
more  (with  rates  and  taxes)  than  I  was  hitherto  paying. 
I  applied  to  my  Board  to  make  me  an  allowance  of  £20  a 
year  in  lieu  of  office  accommodation,  and  they  refused. 

730.  You  have  prepared  a  return  showing  the  fees  paid 
to  vaccination  officers  in  other  urban  districts  ?  (See 
Appendix,  No.  A'.)— Yes,  sir. 

731.  Are  these  adjoining  ones  ? — I  have  got  here  a 
return  from  thirty-two  districts.    In  some  districts  you 
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will  see  that  they  are  urban  and  rural — some  of  them  are 
urban  only.  I  have  shown  which  districts  are  only  urban 
and  which  are  only  rural. 

732.  How  have  you  selected  these  ? — I  wrote  to  the 
vaccination  officers  for  these  districts  and  asked  them  to 
let  me  have  the  numbers. 

733.  Did  you  pick  out  the  most  populous  ? — Yes,  from 
the  Local  ^Government  Directory.  I  give  there  the  area 
of  each  vaccination  officer's  district  and  the  number  of 
births  received  from  the  Registrar  every  year,  and  the  fees 
received,  and  the  birth  rate  and  the  vaccination  rate,  and 
the  number  of  visits  made  by  him  before  placing  the 
names  on  Form  H  and  the  number  of  names  placed  on 
Form  H.  Then  I  asked  whether  they  were  paid  postages 
or  not,  the  number  of  public  vaccinators,  and  the  number 
of  exemptions  received  in  each  district.  I  put  at  the  side 
what  other  appointments  they  held  under  the  Board  of 
Guardians,  if  they  held  any.  As  regards  postage,  it  is  an 
arrangement  with  the  Board  of  Guardians — the  majority 
of  Boards  refuse  to  pay  postage.  Might  I  draw  special 
attention  to  the  case  of  Leicester  ?  There  the  area  of  the 
vaccination  officer's  district  is  8,986  acres,  the  population 
is  211,581.  He  received  from  the  Registrar  of  Births  and 
Deaths  a  Return  for  6,315  births  for  the  year  1902.  He 
receives  a  fee  of  3d.  on  the  birth,  and  9d.  for  successful 
vaccinations.  He  paid  4,618  visits  before  placing  the 
names  on  Form  H.  He  placed  4,345  names  on  Form  H. 
He  does  not  pay  his  own  postage,  he  has  two  public  vac- 
cinators, and  he  received  1,056  certificates  of.  exemption. 

734.  These  figures  have  come  into  your  hands  as  Secre- 
tary to  the  National  Vaccination  Officers'  Association  ? — 
That  is  so — yes. 

735.  They  are  supplied  to  you  from  the  unions  ? — Yes, 
I  wrote  round  to  the  different  officers  and  got  them. 

736.  You  have  Keighley  there — what  about  Keighley  ? 
— Keighley,  in  Yorkshire — the  vaccination  officer's  dis- 
trict is  8,456  acres.  The  population  is  10,667,  and  he 
received  226  births  from  the  Registrar.  He  receives  a  fee 
of  6d.  on  the  birth  and  Is.  6d.  for  successful  vaccinations, 
and  he  paid  116  visits  before  placing  names  on  Form  H  and 
he  put  115  names  on  Form  H.  He  receives  no  postages. 
There  is  one  public  vaccinator.  He  had  81  certificates  of 
exemption  out  of  a  possible  226  births.  Then  take 
Gloucester.  That  is  urban  and  rural,  and  has  an  area  of 
32,984  acres,  population  58,733.  He  received  1,585 
births,  he  is  paid  4d.  on  the  birth  rate  and  Is.  for  successful 
vaccinations.  He  placed  870  names  on  Form  H.  He  is 
allowed  postage.  There  is  one  public  vaccinator,  and  he 
received  510  certificates  of  exemption.  Then  there  is 
Derby  Union,  whioh  has  an  area  of  6,000  acres,  a  popula- 
tion of  110,000,  3,277  births.  The  vaccination  officer 
receives  8d.  on  births  and  2s.  for  successful  vaccinations. 
He  paid  3,000  visits,  he  put  2,494  names  on  Form  H,  he 
does  not  receive  postages,  there  are  two  public  vaccinators, 
and  he  received  247  certificates  of  exemption. 

737.  You  think  that  the  minimum  fees  at  present  pay- 
able to  vaccination  officers  should  be  increased  ? — Yes,  sir. 
Suppose  you  take  Leicester  as  an  example.  There,  with 
an  acreage  of  8,986  and  a  birth  rate  of  6,315,  the  vaccina- 
tion officer  only  receives  3d.  and  9d.,  and  he  has  to  enter 
up  1,056  exemptions  for  which  he  gets  nothing. 

738.  He  gets  what  ?— He  gets  3d.  on  the  birth-rate  and 
M.  for  successful  vaccinations.  Then  take  Lewisham. 
The  vaccination  officer  there  has  an  area  of  10,773  acres 
and  a  population  of  134,721.  There  were  3,652  births.  He 
only  receives  3d.  on  the  birth-rate  and  9d.  for  successful 
vaccinations.  There  are  seven  public  vaccinators,  that  is 
seven  lots  of  sheets  he  has  to  keep.  Take  Whitechapel. 
There,  of  course,  it  is  a  small  area — 406  acres — and  there 
were  2,864  births.  He  receives  3d.  and  Is.  He  has  one 
public  vaccinator,  he  makes  1,324  visits  a  year.  Then  at 
Shoreditch  the  vaccination  officer  receives  4d.  and  Is.,  he 
gets  3,993  births,  4,014  visits  a  year,  and  then  he  puts  on 
Form  H  3,296  names.  Of  course  the  4,014  visits  before 
putting  the  names  on  Form  H  are  only  the  first  visits. 
If  they  are  not  vaccinated  he  may  have  to  call  three  or 
four  times  afterwards. 

739.  You  also  ask  for  compensation  for  loss  of  fees  owing 
to  the  transfer  of  a  district  or  any  part  of  a  district  to  an- 
other union  or  district  ?  Have  you  anything  to  say  about 
that  ?— Yes.  Under  the  present  Act,  with  the  consent 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  a  union  might  be  split  up 


into  two  or  three  different  areas.  You  take  the  Kingston  Mr.  Elsam. 
Union  as  an  example.  There  I  have  seventeen  parishes 
and  nine  sanitary  authorities,  but  I  am  at  present  vaccina- 
tion officer  to  the  whole  union.  The  Board  might  say  that 
they  will  take  Wimbledon  away  from  me.  Wimbledon 
would  be  worth  to  me  in  fees  about  £100  a  year.  Under 
the  present  Act  we  are  not  entitled  to  any  compensation 
for  loss  of  part  of  our  emoluments.  If  we  lost  the  whole 
of  them  we  should  be  entitled  to  compensation,  for  loss  of 
part  only  we  get  no  compensation  at  all.  There  was  a 
case  in  the  Holywell  Union,  where  part  of  the  union  was 
taken  away  and  transferred  to  the  next  union.  The 
vaccination  officer  applied  for  compensation  for  loss  of 
part  of  his  office,  and  he  wrote  to  the  Local  Government 
Board,  and  they  wrote  to  him  and  said  that  they  were  not 
aware  of  any  Order  under  which  he  could  claim  compensa- 
tion for  part  only  of  his  emoluments.  In  my  case  I  have 
been  vaccination  officer  ten  years,  and  it  might  happen 
that  ten  years  before  I  retire  on  my  superannuation  the 
Guardians  might  split  up  my  union  and  I  should  lose  half 
my  fees,  receive  no  compensation  for  it,  and  receive  less 
superannuation  in  consequence  of  my  fees  having  been 
less  during  the  five  years  previous  to  my  resigning. 

740.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Did  you  apply  to  the  Guardians 
for  compensation  in  the  form  of  increased  fees  in  considera- 
tion of  the  loss  ? — No,  sir. 

741.  (Chairman.)  What  have  you  to  say  about  the 
payment  of  postage  ?— Well,  what  we  think  is  that  all 
vaccination  officers  should  be  allowed  postages  and  especi- 
ally during  an  epidemic  of  smallpox.  People  write  to 
the  vaccination  officer  and  ask  him  the  name  and  address 
of  the  public  vaccinator,  and  he  has  to  sit  down  and  answer 
them,  give  the  name  and  address — it  may  be  only  a  post- 
card— that  very  often  happens  in  epidemic  times.  Then, 
again,  in  sending  notices— possibly  they  will  not  have 
their  children  vaccinated  at  the  last  moment — my  postage 
for  the  year  would  be  about  £20  a  year  on  the  average. 

742.  These  appointments  were  made  and  accepted,  I 
suppose,  with  the  understanding  that  the  postage  was  not 
allowed  ?  I  suppose  your  Association  make  a  point  of  the 
fact  that  they  are  aware  of  the  amount  of  postage  required 
at  the  time  of  their  appointment  ? — We  know  that  the 
postage  is  by  arrangement — the  Beard  can,  if  they  like, 
pay  it.  Some  Boards,  if  they  are  in  favour  of  vaccination, 
will  assist  their  officer  and  give  him  an  increased  fee  and 
allow  him  postages  ;  but  if  they  are  opposed  to  vaccination 
they  not  only  give  the  smallest  fees  but  refuse  to  pay  the 
the  postages. 

743.  Do  any  difficulties  arise  in  those  unions  that  pay 
postage  ? — The  Leicester  Guardians  are  greatly  opposed 
to  vaccination,  but  then,  work  as  hard  as  he  will,  the  vac- 
cination officer  cannot  make  his  income  more  than  £120 
a  year,  and  they  allow  him  postages. 

744.  You  ask  for  the  payment  of  a  fee  for  every 
primary  vaccination  in  a  vaccination  officer's  district 
irrespective  of  age  or  place  of  birth  ? — Under  the  present 
Orders  we  are  only  allowed  to  receive  payment  of  fees  for 
the  primary  vaccination  of  a  child,  and  the  definition  of 
a  child  is  a  person  under  fourteen  years  of  age.  If  the 
person  vaccinated  is  over  fourteen  we  aie  riot  entitled 
to  any  fee,  although  it  may  be  a  primary  vaccination. 
During  the  recent  epidomic  there  were  no  end  of  children 
found  at  school  unvaccinated,  a  great  many  of  them  over 
fourteen  years  of  age.  Yet,  although  they  had  not  been, 
vaccinated  before,  because  they  were  over  fourteen  years 
of  age,  we  got  no  fee. 

745.  You  consider  that  vaccination  officers  should 
receive  an  award  for  good  services  as  public  vaccinators 
do  ? — Yes,  we  think  that  the  great  bulk  of  the  work 
devolves  upon  the  vaccination  officer,  especially  the  last 
twenty-five  or  thirty  cases,  and  that  it  would  be  an  en- 
couragement to  him  to  get  the  vaccination  of  his  district 
complete,  if  he  thought  that  by  devoting  a  little  extra 
time  he  could  get  a  certain  number  of  extra  cases,  and  so 
please  the  Local  Government  Board  that  the  inspector 
might  recommend  him  for  a  grant. 

746.  You  ask  for  the  payment  of  a  fee  for  every  re- 
vaccination  performed  in  a  vaccination  officer's  district  ? 
— Yes.  The  reason  of  that  is  that  during  an  outbreak 
of  smallpox  we  are  instructed  to  promote  re-vaccination, 
and  to  encourage  people  to  be  re-vaccinated.  The  Guar- 
dians can,  if  they  like,  make  us  a  gratuity  for  extra  services, 
but  it  is  quite  optional  on  their  part.    As  I  read  to  you,  I 
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personally  interviewed  everybody  who  was  actually 
known  to  have  been  in  contact  with  the  disease,  and  got 
them  to  be  re-vaccinated.  The  public  vaccinator  re- 
ceived his  full  fee  for  the  re-vaccinations,  but  I  received 
no  fee  whatever,  and  in  some  cases  it  cost  me  perhaps 
10s.  to  run  after  contacts  in  connection  with  smallpox 
cases  and  persuade  them  to  be  re-vaccinated,  because 
my  instruction  was  that  I  was  to  encourage  re-vaccination, 
and  unless  my  Board  think  fit  to  make  me  a  grant  (which 
they  did  not  in  my  case)  I  get  nothing  for  it.  They  did 
not  approve  of  my  advocating  re-vaccination  to  the 
extent  that  I  did — they  thought  it  was  unnecessary,  but 
I  was  encouraged  by  the  medical  officers  of  health  that 
it  was  necessary,  and  I  was  commended  by  Dr.  Man  by 
when  he  came  down.  My  Board  knew  the  whole  time 
what  I  was  doing,  and  then  when  it  was  all  over  and  I 
asked  them  to  make  me  a  grant  for  doing  all  tbis  work 
they  refused.  Some  of  them  said  that  it  was  through 
me  that  so  much  had  to  be  paid  for  re-vaccination  — that 
I  had  put  the  union  to  a  lot  of  unnecessary  expense 

747.  (Mr.  Vallanre.)  You  are  the  only  vaccination 
officer,  Mr.  Elsam  ? — Yes,  sir. 

748-  Do  you  devote  the  whole  of  your  time  to  the  duties  of 
your  office  ? — I  do.  Well,  this  last  summer  for  six  months 
I  was  doing  work  for  the  Clerk  to  the  Guardians.  He  had 
six  months'  leave  of  absence,  and  I  was  appointed  acting- 
clerk  to  the  Tolworth  Isolation  Board.  That  was  evening 
work,  but  during  the  day  time  I  have  devoted  the  whole 
of  my  time  to  the  vaccination  work. 

749.  And  the  fees  you  receive  in  respect  of  your  duties 
are  6d.  upon  the  birth  lists,  and  Is.  6d.  upon  the  other  ? — 
That  is  so,  sir. 

750.  And  your  district  is  about  25,000  acres,  is  it  not  ? — 
Yes,  sir. 

751.  And  that  would  be — what  would  be  the  longest 
distance  across  your  district  ? — I  am  practically  living 
in  the  centre  of  the  union,  and  to  ride  from  my  place  on  a 
bicycle  to  Wimbledon  would  be  about  eleven  miles.  I 
do  most  of  my  work  by  bicycle. 

752.  Then  it  is  a  long,  narrow  district  ? — Yes. 

753.  Then  from  my  house  to  Claygate  would  be  about 
two  and  a-half  miles  ;  perhaps  I  should  only  have  two 
visits  to  make  there  in  an  afternoon.  I  have  to  do  nearly 
all  of  it  by  the  cycle,  because  the  railway  is  not  very 
much  use  in  my  district. 

754.  There  would  be  difficulty  in  comparing  your 
district  with  many,  not  only  by  reason  of  the  district 
being  peculiar,  but  by  reason  of  the  vaccination  officers 
holding  other  appointments  generally  ? — That  is  so,  sir, 
yes. 

755.  In  normal  times  have  you  any  duty  to  discharge 
at  all  in  relation  to  re-vaccination  ? — No,  only  during 
epidemics. 

756.  And  it  is  optional  with  the  Guardians  whether 
they  recognise  extra  duties  or  not  ? — Certainly. 

757.  In  your  case  you  were  refused  ? — I  was  refused. 
There  was  a  good  deal  of  discussion,  in  fact  I  personally 
thought  I  was  going  to  have  a  vote  of  £200  and  expenses, 
but  when  it  came  to  the  point  they  refused  to  give  it  on 
the  ground  that  my  fees  had  increased.  I  pointed  out 
that  whilst  my  fees  had  increased  my  work  had  more  than 
doubled,  and  that  had  I  not  advocated  re-vaccination  as 
I  did  I  should  not  have  got  into  trouble,  because  I  had 
posters  put  about  the  district,  and,  besides,  there  was 
nothing  in  my  instructions  that  I  was  to  give  lectures  on 
re- vaccination,  and  it  cost  me  over  £100  to  travel  about 
the  district. 

758.  You  are  not  representing  alone  your  own  case,  but 
.a  number  of  others,  are  you  not  ? — In  pleading  for  re- 
vaccination  I  am  pleading  because  in  the  ordinary  way 
the  vaccination  officer  had  to  advocate  re-vaccination— he 
has  to  go  and  interview  people  in  the  ordinary  way,  for 
which  he  receives  no  fee. 

759.  You  represent  a  variety  of  cases.  Taking  Leices- 
ter, for  instance,  you  regard  it  as  a  hardship  that  the 
vaccination  officer  has  nothing  in  respect  of  1,056  exemp- 
tions, which  have  entailed  upon  him  as  much  work  as  if 
they  had  resulted  in  successful  vaccinations  ? — No,  not 
quite  so  much.  I  would  not  go  so  far  as  that,  because 
certificates  of  exemption  must  be  sent  before  the  child  is 
four  months  old.    He  would  not  have  to  make  those 


visits,  he  would  only  have  to  enter  them  up.  Out  of 
4,618  visits  he  did  make  he  only  got  about  600  vaccinated 
for  the  year. 

760.  Those  were  his  preliminary  visits  ?— Yes,  pre- 
liminary visits. 

761.  Did  you  tell  us  what  the  amount  of  the  expenses 
in  prosecutions  was  ? — The  total  cost  of  prosecutions 
was  £68  12s.  2d. 

762.  These  were  all  summary  cases,  that  is,  summarily 
dealt  with  at  a  police  court  ? — Yes. 

763.  And  in  those  cases  were  you  represented  by  a 
solicitor  ? — I  conducted  about  ninety  cases  by  myself,  and 
then  I  had  the  Anti-Vaccination  League  barrister,  Mr. 
Schultess-Young,  to  oppose  me,  and  after  a  good  deal  of 
argument  the  summons  was  dismissed  on  a  question  of 
law,  and  the  magistrates  gave  their  decision  in  direct 
opposition  to  the  decision  which  had  been  given  by  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown.  I  pointed  out  to  the  Bench 
the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  on  this  very 
point,  but  they  would  not  listen  to  me,  and  dismissed 
the  summons.  (That  was  the  first  appearance  of  Mr. 
Schultess-Young  in  my  district.)  I  then  applied  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  ask  whether  I  had  the  power  to 
appeal  to  the  High  Court  without  taking  the  opinion  of  my 
Guardians  first.  They  sent  Dr  Theodore  Thomson  down, 
and  he  told  me  the  Local  Government  Board  did  not 
advise  that  I  should  go  to  the  High  Court  without  obtain- 
ing the  consent  of  my  Board,  and  my  Board  passed  a 
resolution  that  I  was  not  to  take  proceedings.  After  thatj 
when  I  had  cases  I  instructed  a  solicitor  and  continued  to 
do  so  for  some  six  months.  Then  I  had  another  argument 
with  the  Wimbledon  magistrates  on  a  point  of  law,  and 
the  magistrates  on  that  occasion  gave  a  verdict  in  our 
favour.  Mr.  Schultess-Young  gave  notice  to  appeal,  and 
made  me  respondent  in  the  appeal.  I  then  went  to  my 
Board  and  told  them  what  had  been  done,  and  they  then 
said  that  I  might  allow  my  solicitor  to  instruct  Counsel  to 
defend  this  appeal,  and  in  the  event  the  verdict  was  given 
in  our  favour.  Then  my  Board  wanted  to  know  why  I 
did  not  conduct  my  own  cases.  I  told  them  that  by  their 
resolution  my  hands  were  completely  tied,  that  Mr. 
Schultess-Young  had  only  got  to  persuade  the  magistrates 
that  the  law  was  something  different  to  what  it  was,  and 
they  would  dismiss  the  summons,  and  they  knew  that  I 
had  no  power  whatever  to  appeal.  They  then  told  me 
that  if  I  would  conduct  my  own  cases,  should  any  further 
summonses  be  dismissed,  I  could  report  the  case  to  them, 
and  they  would  then  consider  the  desirability  of  taking 
the  matter  to  the  High  Court. 

764.  Where  the  defendant  has  not  been  represented  by 
Counsel  or  solicitor  you  have  not  deemed  it  necessary  to 
seek  legal  assistance  yourself  ? — The  only  thing  is — we 
never  know  when  defendant  is  going  to  be  represented  by 
a  solicitor.  ' 

765.  Assuming  that  there  were  means  of  informing 
yourself,  would  you  then  deem  it  necessary  to  employ  a 
solicitor  yourself  ? — No,  not  provided  that  we  had  a  free 
hand — that  is  to  say,  that  we  simply  had  to  argue  the  law, 
and  if  the  magistrates  gave  their  decision  against  us  we 
should  know  that  we  have  the  remedy  of  going  to  the 
High  Court.  As  it  is,  the  vaccination  officer  is  in  a  very 
awkward  position.  He  might  instruct  his  solicitor  to  de- 
fend him,  then  Mr.  Schultess-Young  might  come  down 
and  persuade  the  magistrates  that  on  a  point  of  law  we  are 
in  the  wrong.  The  summons  is  dismissed.  It  often 
happens  that  the  proceedings  have  been  taken  against  the 
wish  of  your  Board ;  the  vaccination  officer  then  goes  to  his 
Board  and  asks  that  a  case  may  be  stated,  and  they  refuse. 
A  summons  was  dismissed  only  three  weeks  ago  on  some 
very  minor  point  of  law.  The  vaccination  officer  in- 
structed his  solicitor,  but  Mr.  Schultess-Young  won  the 
day  before  the  local  magistrates  and  the  summons  was 
dismissed.  The  vaccination  officer's  Board  of  Guardians 
refused  to  allow  him  to  appeal,  and  on  that  summons  being 
dismissed  Mr.  Young  had  another  summons  dismissed  at 
one  of  the  London  police  courts  only  three  days  ago. 

766.  (The  Chairman.)  What  is  his  position? — He  is  a 
barrister  employed  by  the  Anti-Vaccination  League  and 
does  practically  nothing  else  but  go  about  the  country  and 
upset  vaccination  summonses  on  technical  points,  and  out 
of  4,000  cases  that  he  has  attended  he  has  been  successful 
in  getting  over  3,000  of  them  dismissed.  I  have  argued 
with  him  on  several  occasions,  and  the  arguments  have 
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lasted,  in  one  case  over  an  hour,  but,  with  only  two 
exceptions,  I  have  always  won  the  day.  Before  I  instructed 
a  solicitor  I  always  conducted  my  cases  successfully. 

767.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  You  think  it  is  a  hardship  that 
the  Order  should  prescribe  a  fee  to  the  vaccination  officer 
only  for  the  successful  vaccination  of  any  child  born  in 
his  district  ? — Yes,  sir. 

768.  What  is  the  view  of  your  Association  on  this  point  ? 
— It  often  happens  that  we  make  inquiries  as  to  whether 
children  residing  in  our  district  are  vaccinated,  and  if  we 
find  they  are  not,  we  persuade  the  parents  to  have  them 
vaccinated.  Then  when  we  get  the  certificate  we  find 
possibly  the  child  was  born  abroad,  and  therefore  we  get 
no  fee. 

769.  And  in  the  event  of  this  Order  being  modified  in 
any  way,  would  it  be,  in  your  opinion,  a  sufficient  alteration 
if  the  words  were  that  the  fee  should  be  paid  after  any 
successful  primary  vaccination  in  his  district  ? — Certainly, 
""  in  his  district." 

770.  That  would  cover  the  point  you  raise  ?— That  is  so 

771.  Your  Association  maintains  that  the  work  of  a 
vaccination  officer  in  a  union  which  is  administered  by 
anti-vaccination  Guardians  is  necessarily  much  harder 
than  in  the  unions  where  the  Guardians  are  pro-vaeeina- 
itionists  ? — Certainly. 

772.  Have  you  any  idea  what  your  Association  regards 
as  a  living  wage  for  a  vaccination  officer  ? — If  he  is  allowed 
all  expenses  I  should  think  that  any  vaccination  officer  of 
anything  like  a  district,  to  devote  his  whole  time,  should 
have  a  clear  income  of  £250  a  year,  if  the  district  is  large 
enough  to  take  his  whole  time. 

773.  If  there  were  a  certainty  of  that  amount,  do  you 
think  the  vaccination  officers  of  the  future  would  be  drawn 
from  a  higher  class  than  the  average  at  present,  would  it 
tempt  men  like  yourself,  who  have  some  knowledge  of  the 
working  of  these  things,  to  take  more  pains  ? — I  cannot 
say  that,  sir,  if  vaccination  officers  were  receiving  an  in- 
come of  £250  a  year  it  would  mean  less  working  for  results, 
and  they  would  perhaps  carry  out  the  Act  more  fully. 
The  responsibility  of  vaccination  officers  in  times  of  out- 
break of  smallpox  is  very  great. 

774.  Is  there  any  danger  in  their  being  lukewarm  in 
getting  cases  done  if  they  were  paid  a  salary  ? — No,  I  do 
not  think  so,  sir.  I  think  if  a  vaccination  officer  takes  an 
interest  in  his  work  he  will  take  just  as  much  interest  in 
it  if  he  is  paid  by  salary  as  he  will  if  he  is  paid  by  fee. 

775.  Your  emoluments  have  increased  since  the  new 
Order  came  into  force  ? — Under  the  old  Order  I  received  a 
fee  of  Is.  Under  the  new  Order  it  was  fixed  in  the  first 
place  at  6d.  and  Is.  6d. — what  it  is  now.  About  six  weeks 
ago  my  Board  referred  it  to  the  Finance  Committee  to  see 
whether  they  could  not  reduce  my  fees,  and  after  four  or 
five  sittings  the  Committee  recommended  by  a  majority 
that  my  fees  should  remain  as  they  were.  At  the  Board 
meeting  there  was  a  heated  debate.,  and  it  was  moved  that 
my  fees  should  be  reduced,  and  by  one  vote  only — the 
easting  vote  of  the  Chairman — my  fees  were  not  reduced, 
but  had  it  been  the  other  way  I  should  have  had  my  fees 
reduced — a  loss  to  me  of  about  £80  a  year^ 

776.  This  increased  total  remuneration — is  there  any 
greater  deduction  from  it  than  there  used  to  be  ? — Oh, 
yes,  expenses  are  much  more  heavy  now  than  they  were 
because  of  the  visiting.  And  again,  although  I  appear 
to  have  received  £400  a  year  as  compared  with  £170,  there 
were  a  good  many  more  visits  during  that  time  and  conse- 
quently a  good  deal  more  work,  because  prior  to  the  Act  of 
1898  there  was  very  little  vaccination  done  at  all — people 
were  waiting  for  the  Keport  of  the  Royal  Commission,  and 
then  there  was  a  terrific  rush,  and  consequently  fees  were 
increased.  In  the  ordinary  way  my  fees  could  not  possibly 
average  more  than  £250  a  year 

777.  Can  you  give  the  Committee  any  indication  of  the 
average  amount  of  expenditure  out  of  remuneration  for 
working  expenses  ? — Of  my  own — my  travelling  expenses 
would  be  at  least  £1  a  week. 

778.  And  your  postages  about  £20  ? — Yes,  but  I  am 
paid  postages. 

779.  (The  Chairman.)  How  do  you  calculate  your  travel- 
ling expenses  ? — Well,  there  is  a  bicycle.  And  then  if  it  is 
wet  I  have  to  have  a  trap  or  a  train  fare.  I  leave  home  in 
the  morning  very  often  at  9  o'clock  and  I  am  out  visiting 


until   4  or  5   in   the   afternoon.     My   travelling  ex-  Mr.  Elsam. 
penses  come  to  at  least  3s.  6d.  a  day.    The  train  fare  from 
my  house  to  Wimbledon  is  Is.  Id.    And  the  other  way,  if 
I  go  to  Kingston  or  Teddington  and  on  to  Hampton,  then 
it  would  be  5d.  return. 

780.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  You  are  entitled  to  superannua- 
tion, are  you  not,  Mr.  Elsam  ? — Yes,  sir,  when  I  am  sixty 
I  can  retire. 

781.  But  still  it  is  an  item  in  considering  the  value  of 
your  emoluments  ? — Oh,  yes,  sir. 

782.  What  would  be  the  amount  of  your  contribution  to 
any  public  fund  to  entitle  you  to  the  superannuation  that 
you  are  now  entitled  to  ? — Well,  I  could  not  say,  sir,  I 
never  made  any  inquiries.  I  pay  now  2  per  cent,  on  my 
income. 

783.  Passing  from  that — you  say  you  are  paid  postages 
— have  you  any  difficulty  in  satisfying  your  Guardians 
that  you  actually  pay  the  amount  you  charge  for  them  ? — 
In  postages — oh,  no,  because  everything  is  booked  down 
in  detail,  and  the  book  goes  before  them  and  they  draw  the 
cheque  for  whatever  it  is. 

784.  You  never  have  any  dispute  whatever  ? — Oh,  no, 
none  whatever.  Every  name  is  booked  down — a  penny  or 
a  halfpenny,  as  the  case  may  be. 

785.  (Mr.  Vallance.)    Is  it  the  usual  practice  for  the 
postage  account  to  be  kept  in  that  form  ? — Oh,  yes,  sir. 

786.  Is  it  not  the  fact  that  in  some  unions  the  vaccina- 
tion officer  merely  ties  up  his  notices  and  sends  them  in  to 
the  clerk  to  be  posted  ? — I  have  never  heard  of  it,  sir. 

787.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Does  it  take  you  very  much  time 
to  make  out  your  postage  account  in  the  way  you  say  ? — 
Oh,  no,  I  book  it  up  every  day — the  letters  or  notices, 
whatever  they  are  I  have— I  post  it  all  up. 

788.  Assuming  that  the  Order  made  it  necessary  for 
Guardians  to  pay  the  postages  of  their  vaccination  officers, 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  on  the  part  of  vaccination 
officers  in  supplying  full  particulars  to  enable  the  Guar- 
dians to  satisfy  themselves  that  the  postages  had  actually 
been  paid  ? — No,  sir,  not  in  the  least.  Take  notice  "  K  "  : 
if  you  send  out  twenty-five  notices  "  K  "  you  can  tell 
exactly  what  the  postage  must  come  to,  because  you  have 
got  the  counterfoils. 

789.  With  regard  to  prosecutions,  is  it  your  experience 
that  the  magistrates'  clerk  helps  the  vaccination  officer 
when  he  is  taking  proceedings  by  himself  ? — No,  sir. 

790.  We  heard  differently  from  a  witness  who  appeared 
before  us.  Do  you  adhere  to  your  statement  ? — I  do,  sir, 
in  my  own  case — one  of  my  magistrates'  clerks  was  a  strong 
anti- vaccinator,  and  he  put  every  obstacle  in  my  way,  and 
on  one  occasion  he  had  a  summons  adjourned  upon 
a  point  of  law,  and  eventually  gave  in  and  found  I 
was  right,  but  if  he  could  possibly  assist  the  opposition  he 
did. 

791.  Your  Guardians,  I  believe,  have  not  refused  at  any 
time  to  pay  the  costs  that  you  have  incurred  ?— Oh,  no,  sir. 

792.  You  are  aware,  of  course,  in  your  position  as 
Secretary  of  the  Society  of  Vaccination  Officers,  that 
some  Boards  of  Guardians  have  objected  to  pay  for  the 
employment  of  a  solicitor  ? — Yes,  sir. 

793.  I  am  not  quite  sure  what  your  evidence  was — will 
you  tell  the  Committee  whether  it  would,  in  your  opinion, 
be  sufficient  if  notice  of  Counsel  were  given  to  the  vaccina- 
tion officer  before  the  hearing  that  he  should  then  postpone 
or  employ  a  solicitor  ? — Oh,  yes,  sir,  I  think  so. 

794.  Now  another  point — you  have  referred  to  the  ques- 
tion of  compensation  for  alteration  of  districts — you  have 
referred  us  to  one  case — may  we  take  it  that  it  is  very  un- 
usual for  a  district  to  be  altered  in  such  a  way  as  you 
suggest  ?— Oh,  no,  sir,  there  have  been  several  cases.  I 
mentioned  this  one  case  in  particular,  because  I  had  had  it 
under  my  notice  for  some  two  years.  I  have  heard  of 
several  cases  where  a  district  has  been  split  up — the  Board 
have  thought  the  district  too  large  for  the  officer.; 

795.  Do  you  suggest  that,  when  the  district  is  too  large 
for  the  officer,  the  Guardians  should  not  be  entitled  to  split 
up  the  district  without  compensating  the  officer  ? — Yes, 
sir; 

796.  Can  you  tell  us  of  any  other  branch  of  life  in  which  a 
man  would  be  entitled  to  compensation  in  similar  circum- 
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stances  ? — I  take  it  that  they  would  have  to  prove  that  he 
could  not  do  the  work.  In  my  own  case,  a  member  of  the 
Board  threatened  that,  if  I  persisted  in  my  application  for 
recognition  of  extraordinary  services,  they  would  split  up 
my  district.  My  Board  might  say  to-morrow  that  my 
work  was  too  much,  because  they  did  not  approve  of  the 
manner  in  which  I  am  doing  my  duty. 

797.  You  are  aware,  I  suppose,  that  under  the  law  as  it 
stands  there  is  no  requirement  upon  a  Board  of  Guardians 
to  pay  compensation  ? — Well,  according  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  letter,  they  said  they  knew  of  no  clause  that 
gave  an  officer  power  to  claim  compensation  for  the  loss  of 
part  of  his  emoluments  only. 

798.  In  other  words,  the  Guardians  can  compensate  to  a 
certain  extent,  if  they  think  fit,  but  they  cannot  be  com- 
pelled to  do  so  ? — I  do  not  think  they  can  do  it  if  they  think 
fit. 

799.  Could  they  not  pay  him  higher  fees  ? — Yes,  they 
could  increase  his  fees. 

800.  Would  not  that,  in  effect,  be  compensation? — Oh, 
ye3,  in  effect. 

801.  I  think  you,  as  vaccination  officer,  have  no  duty  in 
regard  to  any  person  over  fourteen  years  of  age  ? — No,  sir. 

802.  Therefore,  having  no  duty  the  Order  provides  for  no 
fee  in  regard  to  certificates  of  persons  vaccinated  who  are 
over  the  age  of  fourteen  ? — Certainly,  sir,  but  then  we 
might  find  a  child  of  twelve  years  of  age  un vaccinated,  and 
it  might  take  two  years  before  you  can  get  it  vaccinated, 
and  then,  no  matter  what  trouble  we  have  had,  we  get  no 
fee  for  it. 

803.  Have  you  had  any  such  case  ? — Yes,  I  have  had  a 
cas3  in  my  own  district  where  I  have  found  a  family  of 
children  unvaccinated.  Quite  recently  I  had  a  family  of 
nine,  all  of  them  unvaccinated.  One  of  them  was  over 
fourteen,  therefore  I  got  no  fee  for  its  vaccination,  for  the 
others  I  did. 

804.  But  you  have  no  duty  for  any  child  over  four- 
teen ? — No,  no  legal  duty. 

805.  And  no  duties  as  regards  re-vaccination  ? — Our  in- 
structions say  we  are  to  promote  it. 

806.  Can  you  refer  the  Committee  to  the  mdtructions  ? — 
Yes,  sir.  Page  2  of  the  "  Special  Instructions  to  Vaccina- 
tion Officers."  It  is  in  a  Memorandum  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board.  "  On  the  occurrence  of  any  prevalence  of 
smallpox  the  vaccination  officer  should  give  his  first  and 
special  attention  to  the  particular  localities  in  which  the 
infection  exists." 

807.  Will  you  give  us  the  precise  clause  which  relates  to 
re-vaccination  ? — (3)  I  think,  sir,  "  In  each  locality  in 
which  the  disease  exists,  the  vaccination  officer  should, 
with  the  utmost  possible  dispatch,  personally  ascertain 
what  children  are  unprotected  by  vaccination,  and  should 
use  his  utmost  exertions  to  obtain  the  prompt  vaccination 
of  all  such  children."  Paragraph  (6.)  '.'  The  vaccination 
officer  should  make  it  well  known  that  the  public  vaccinator 
i3  at  liberty  to  re-vaccinate  all  persons  who  shall  not  be 
less  than  ten  years  old,  and  shall  not  have  been  previously 
re-vaccinated  within  a  period  of  ten  years,  who  apply  to 
him  for  that  purpose."  He  is  "to  make  it  well  known." 
Well,  I  made  it  well  known,  and  I  made  it  well  known  by 
telling  people  personally. 

808.  Did  you  bring  that  under  the  notice  of  your 
Guardians — that  you  were  required  by  the  instructions  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  make  it  well  known  that 
the  public  vaccinator  is  at  liberty  to  re-vaccinate  all  persons 
who  shall  not  be  less  than  ten  years  old,  and  shall  not  have 
been  previously  re-vaccinated  within  a  period  of  ten  years  ? 
— Yes,  sir  ;  by  letter,  and  also  in  a  long  interview  I  had 
with  the  Committee  who  were  instructed  by  my  Board  to 
consider  my  application.  We  went  through  every  section 
and  every  clause  in  these  instructions.  It  also  goes  on  that 
"  Persons  not  vaccinated  since  childhood,  who  are  likely 
to  be  exposed  to  contagion,  ought  to  be  re-vaccinated  with- 
out delay.  Above  all,  this  is  necessary  for  persons  whose 
original  marks  of  vaccination  are  imperfect."  I  drew 
special  attention  to  this.  It  is  necessary  to  find  the  con- 
tacts, tell  them  that  they  have  been  exposed  to  danger  of 
infection,  and,  if  not  vaccinated,  to  persuade  them  to  be 
vaccinated; 

809.  You  brought  this  to  the  notice  of  your  Board,  and 
they  refused  to  make  you  any  grant  for  the  extra  work  you 
had  done  ? — Absolutely,  sir. 


810.  'Then  that  is  due  to  the  judgment  of  your  parti- 
cular Board  of  Guardians,  and  not  to  a  defect  in  the  Order 
under  which  you  work  ? — Well,  the  Order  gives  them  the- 
power — they  refuse  to  make  the  payment.  Of  course,  I 
quite  expected — in  fact,  my  supporters  practically  pro- 
mised me  that  I  should  have  my  expenses,  and  that  I  should 
have  a  grant  of  £200. 

811.  Can  you  say  whether,  as  a  general  rule,  Guardians- 
are  willing  or  unwilling  to  remunerate  the  vaccination 
officer  for  extra  services  ? — In  recent  cases  it  has  come  to' 
my  knowledge  that  where  he  has  done  nothing  his  Board 
have  made  him  a  grant. 

812.  Is  that  not  confined  to  unions  where  the  Guardians 
are  openly  opposed  to  vaccination  ? — No — West  Derby- 
Board  of  Guardians  granted  their  vaccination  officer  a 
gratuity  of  £10,  but  he  did  not  lecture— in  fact,  I  have  not 
come  across  another  who  did  promote  re-vaccination 
in  the  way  I  did. 

813.  My  point  is— is  it  not  unusual  for  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians to  pay  such  grants — the  Kingston  Board  of  Guardians 
did  not  in  your  case  ? — Yes,  it  is  unusual. 

814.  Are  you  on  good  terms  with  your  Board  of  Guar- 
dians—as a  general  rule  ? — Well,  with  the  exception  of 
being  vaccination  officer  I  am  very  friendly  with  them  all. 

815.  (The  Chairman.)  Are  you  connected  with  them  in  any 
other  way  ? — No.  My  predecessor  was  suspended  by  the 
Local  Government  Board,  and  I  was  appointed  tempo- 
rarily to  do  the  work  ;  ten  years  ago  last  March  I  was 
officially  appointed.  So  far  as  I  know,  I  am  on  very  good 
terms  with  them  all. 

816.  {Mr.  Lithiby.)  Who  appointed  you  to  the  post  con- 
nected with  the  Tolworth  hospital  ? — The  Tolworth  Isola- 
tion Hospital  Board. 

817.  That  was  not  the  Rural  District  Council  of  King- 
ston ? — No,  it  has  representatives  from  the  Esher  and 
Dittons,  Surbiton,  the  Maidens  and  Coombe,  and  Ham. 
Urban  District  Councils. 


819.  My  point  is — are  any  members  of  that  Board  mem- 
bers of  your  Board  of  Guardians  ? — Oh,  yes. 

820.  And  those  members  supported  the  proposal  to- 
appoint  you  ? — Oh,  yes,  certainly. 

821.  Therefore,  presumably  they  have  nothing  much 
against  you  ? — Oh,  no.  We  had  a  Local  Government 
Board  Inquiry  to  borrow  a  loan  

822.  I  will  not  ask  you  to  go  any  further.  What  I  am 
assisting  you  to  say  is  that  there  is  no  personal  feeling 
against  you  except  in  your  capacity  of  vaccination  officer 
— no  personal  feeling  on  your  Board  of  Guardians  except 
against  your  capacity  of  vaccination  officer  ? — No,  sir,  and 
I  was  going  to  say  that  members  of  that  Board  who  are 
members  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  voted  that  I  should 
represent  the  Board  at  the  Local  Government  Board 
Inquiry,  and  they  voted  me  a  special  grant  for  it  after. 

823.  So  that  their  refusal  to  give  you  your  expenses  and 
additional  remuneration  for  your  work  during  the  smallpox 
epidemic  was  due  to  their  opposition  to  vaccination  ? — 
Absolutely. 

824.  You  suggest  that  the  minimum  fee  to  vaccination 
officers  under  the  Order  should  be  increased,  do  you  not  ?— 
Yes. 

825.  Your  fee  is  considerably  above  the  minimum  ? — 
Yes. 

826.  It  is  open  to  the  Guardians,  is  it  not,  to  pay  fees- 
above  the  minimum  fees  ? — Yes. 

827.  Are  you  aware  that  in  a  very  large  number  of 
unions  they  do  so  ? — They  do,  yes. 

828.  So  that  any  Board  of  Guardians  can  at  the  present 
time  increase  the  fees  to  any  extent  they  like  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  Local  Government  Board  ? — Yes,  the  reason 
we  ask  for  the  minimum  to  be  increased  is  for  such  plac-es- 
as  Leicester,  where  they  will  only  pay  the  minimum,  and 
it  is  impossible  for  the  men  to  make  sufficient  income  to> 
make  it  worth  while  to  do  their  duty.- 

829.  What  is  the  fee  paid  in  Derby  ? — 8d.  and  2s. 

830.  Derby  is  an  anti-vaccination  town,  is  it  not  ? — 
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831.  And  the  Local  Government  Board  have  power  to 
a-equire  the  Guardians  to  pay  an  additional  fee  in  extra- 
ordinary circumstances  ? — Yes. 

832.  And  your  suggestion  that  the  minimum  be  increased 
applies  only  with  regard  to  unions  where  there  is  strcng 
•opposition  to  vaccination  ? — No,  we  contend  that  the 
minimum  fee  is  too  low  for  the  work  that  has  to  be  done. 

833.  Would  it  be  any  advantage,  do  you  think,  in  your 
ease,  if  the  sanitary  authorities  of  the  districts  comprised 
in  the  Kingston  Union  had  the  supervision  of  your  work  in 
promoting  re-vaccination  during  an  epidemic  of  smallpox  ? 
— No,  sir,  I  do  not  think  so,  we  have  more  anti-vaccina- 
tors  on  our  sanitary  authorities  than  our  Board  of  Guar- 
dians. The  Chairman  of  the  Esher  and  Dittons  Urban 
District  Council  was  a  magistrate  by  virtue  of  his  office. 
I  had  to  summons  him  and  he  got  off  the  Bench  and  went 
down  into  the  box  to  hear  the  summons  against  him.  He 
is  Chairman  of  the  Isolation  Hospital  Board  and  he  is  a 
member  now. 

834.  And  you  do  not  think  the  sanitary  authorities 
would  have  been  more  willing  to  pay  for  good  work  done 


in  promoting  vaccination  than  the  Guardians  ? — I  do  not  Mr.  Elsam. 
think  so,  sir.  If  it  was  transferred  to  the  sanitary  autho- 
rities, there  would  be  nine  authorities  in  my  union,  whereas 
now  there  is  only  one,  and  four  out  of  the  nine  have  a 
majority  of  anti-vaccinationists.  The  Honorary  Secre- 
tary of  the  local  Anti-Vaccination  League  is  a  member  of 
the  Kingston  Corporation.  A  few  years  ago  the  Mayor 
then  sitting  was  an  anti-vaccinationist. 

835.  Another  point  that  arises  out  of  an  answer  you 
gave  just  now  is  this:  Can  you  say  whether  public 
vaccinators  frequently  visit  the  homes  of  children  to 
vaccinate  them  more  than  twice  ? — Oh,  yes,  sir.  In  my 
own  union  my  sheets  would  show  that  one  of  my  public 
vaccinators  made  four  or  five  visits  before  he  has  been 
able  to  procure  the  vaccination. 

836.  Would  you  say  that  happened  in  a  large  propor- 
tion of  cases  ? — Oh,  yes.  In  the  whole  of  my  union  I 
should  say  the  average  would  be  that  the  public  vac- 
cinator would  have  to  call  twice  before  he  would  do  the 
vaccination. 

837.  Then  vaccinate — then  call  to  inspect  ? — Yes. 


Mr.  Arthur  Russell  Harwood,  called  ;  and  Examined. 


838.  (Chairman.)  Mr.  Harwood,  you  are  the  vaccina- 
tion officer  of  the  Frimley  District  in  the  Farnham  Union, 
Surrey,  are  you  not  ? — Yes,  sir. 

839.  What  is  the  size  of  your  district  ?— 13,998  acres. 

840.  Yours  is  a  rural  district,  is  it  not  ? — It  is  chiefly 
vural,  but  I  have  an  urban  district  within  it. 

841.  Have  you  anything  to  do  with  that  ? — Yes,  that 
is  part  of  my  district,  sir.  It  is  urban  in  name,  but  the 
•south  ward  is  rural  in  characteristics. 

842.  It  is  included  in  your  district  ? — Yes,  sir. 

843.  What  is  the  distance  from  end  to  end  of  the  dis- 
trict ? — About  twelve  mile3,  sir. 

844.  Twelve  by  — ? — Four-and-a-half  to  five  —  it  is 
Song  and  narrow. 

845.  How  many  public  vaccinators  are  there  ? — Two, 

846.  And  that  necessitates  two  sets  of  returns  on 
Form  H  ? — Yes,  one  to  each  vaccinator. 

,  847.  Can  you  give  us  a  summary  of  the  work  to  be  done 
by  vaccination  officers  ? — I  can,  sir.  1st.  Receive  and 
index  birth  list  from  registrar,  also  death  list — that  is  to 
:say,  the  list  of  births  and  the  list  of  deaths. 

2nd.  The  births  must  be  arranged  in  historical 
order,  as  we  have  to  visit  on  a  particular  day.  It  is 
necessary  to  do  this,  because  two  births  on  alternate 
days  may  be  registered  one  a  month  later  than  the 
other.  The  Registrar  sends  an  exact  copy  of  the 
birth  register.  The  two  births  mentioned  might  be 
divided  by  a  large  number  of  entries — that  necessitates 
getting  the  birth  lists  arranged  in  that  order. 

3rd.  Visit  cases  duly  and  punctually  at  four  months. 

4th.  Return  names  on  Form  H.  after  filling  in 
Tteport  Book.  The  name  is  entered  in  our  Report 
Book  and  afterwards  entered  on  Form  H.,  which  has 
three  columns  for  the  vaccination  officer's  use— the 
child's  name,  the  residence,  and  the  date  of  attain- 
ing four  months  of  age.  I  should  like  to  suggest 
a  fourth  column  which  should  give  the  name  of  the 
>  father.  A  child's  name  is  "  Henry  Smith,"  we  will  say. 
When  you  go  to  make  inquiries  there  may  be  two  or 
three  families  of  that  surname,  and  unless  you  know 
the  name  of  the  father  it  is  often  difficult  to  trace 
the  child.  To  know  the  father's  Christian  name  or 
names  would  be  of  great  assistance  to  the  vaccination 
officer.  This  information  could  easily  be  found  by 
the  officer  in  his  birth  list. 

5th.  Receive  Form  H.  from  public  vaccinators  and 
compare  same  with  certificates  received  and  entries  in 


Report  Book.    It  is  necessary  to  see  that  the  doctor  Mr.Harwood. 
returns  to  us  the  signed  certificates  of  successful 
vaccination.    Some  of  them  sometimes  forget  to  do 
that.     Then   notify  other  vaccination  officers  of 
removals  to  their  respective  districts. 

6th.  Carefully  watch  Report  Book  for  defaulters 
over  six  months,  and  send  Form  K.  and  keep  record 
of  same.  My  practice  is  to  send  a  registered  letter 
for  Form  K.  I  have  to  keep  an  index  of  the  date  of 
sending  them,  and  keep  an  account  of  postages  for  my 
Guardians,  who  pay  my  postages. 

7th.  Watch  for  expiration  of  postponement  certi- 
ficates. Otherwise,  of  course,  a  child  may  be  lost 
sight  of.  It  is  necessary  directly  a  certificate  of 
postponement  expires  that  we  should  warn  the  parent 
that  the  certificate  has  expired,  and,  if  necessary,  visit 
the  case  again  and  get  another  certificate  of  postpone- 
ment. 

8th.  Enter  all  successful,  insusceptible,  and  exemp- 
tion certificates,  also  "  died  unvaccinated  "  in  Vaccina- 
tion Register.  There  are  columns  in  our  Vaccination 
Register  under  each  of  these  heads,  and  we  are  ordered 
to  enter  them  in  the  Vaccination  Register. 

9th.  Enter  all  postponements  in  Report  Book,  and 
supply  new  "  Notices  of  Requirements."  The  public 
vaccinator  fills  up  a  certificate  of  postponement  on 
the  Notice  of  Requirement — that  is  sent  to  us — we 
keep  that  certificate  as  a  check  of  course  against  the 
postponement,  and  then  we  have  to  send  back  to  the 
parent  a  new  notice  of  requirement — enter  the  postage, 
and  so  on. 

10th.  Continually  inquire  for  children  unvacci- 
nated removing  into  district  whose  removal  has  not 
been  notified,  or  whose  birth  has  not  been  registered. 
There  are  often  children  found  in  the  district  of  whose 
removal  we  have  not  been  notified,  or  who  have  not 
been  registered — there  are  a  number  of  children  who 
are  not  registered. 

11th.  In  case  of  children  born  in  other  districts, 
who  have  been  vaccinated  in  this  district,  to  send 
copy  of  certificate  to  other  vaccination  officer. 

12th.  Make  out  monthly  Return  N.  to  clerk  and 
half-yearly  supplementary  returns  to  the  Local 
Government  Board. 

13th.  In  case  of  smallpox  outbreak  to  make  house- 
to-house  visitation  for  unvaccinated  children.  These 
are  practically  the  duties  imposed  upon  us  by  the 
Orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board.  I  should 
like  to  add  that  we  have  also  the  distribution  of  forms. 
Part  of  our  work  is  to  distribute  to  Public  vaccinators 
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Mr.Haruood.  any  forms  necessary  for  their  work.  That  is  a  short 
summary  of  the  work  to  be  done  by  the  vaccination 
officer. 

848.  Do  you  think  that  the  fees  paid  for  this  work  are 
sufficient  ? — I  do  not,  sir.  The  officer  is  paid  nothing  for 
postponement,  insusceptible  certificates,  exemption  certi- 
ficates, and  children  dying  before  vaccination,  although 
each  of  these  classes  have  to  be  entered  in  the  Register. 
He  is  not  paid  for  re-vaccinations,  although  he  is  instructed 
to  encourage  such  vaccination,  nor  does  he  receive  any  fee 
for  vaccination  of  children  over  fourteen  years  of  age. 

849.  The  vaccination  officer,  as  a  rule,  holds  other  ap- 
pointments, such  as  that  of  registrar,  relieving  officer  or 
school  attendance  officer.  Do  these  joint  appointments 
help  him  much  ? — They  do  not,  sir.  Vaccination  work 
necessitates  a  visit  to  the  house  at  four  months  and  a  week, 
and  this,  as  a  rule,  entails  a  special  journey,  as  his  calls  to 
that  part  of  his  district  as  registrar  are  probably  few  and 
as  relieving  officer  are  urgent.  Therefore,  the  visits  can- 
not be  delayed  so  as  to  fall  in  with  a  visit  due  as  vaccina- 
tion officer.  Often  two  or  three  visits  have  to  be  paid  to 
the  same  house  in  respect  of  one  child.  School  attendance 
posts  are  gradually  passing  from  poor  law  officials  to 
county  council  officials — the  result,  of  course,  of  the  new 
Education  Act.  Posts  that  were  formerly  held  by  reliev- 
ing officers  now  go  to  county  officials,  and  we  find  we  are 
now  losing  these  under  the  poor  law. 

850.  What  have  you  to  say  as  to  expenses  of  vaccination 
officers  ? — Minimum  fees  in  many  cases  are  expected  to 
cover  travelling  expenses,  stationery,  attending  prosecu- 
tions, and  in  some  cases  postage.  The  petty  sessional 
courthouse  is,  as  a  rule,  situated  in  an  urban  district  and 
not  a  rural  district,  and  the  vaccination  officer's  expenses 
when  attending  a  prosecution  must  come  out  of  his  own 
pocket,  yet  he  is  strongly  urged  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  to  prosecute  defaulters.  Many  Boards  of  Guardians 
endeavour  to  prevent  prosecution  and  cause  the  officer  to 
sue  them  before  they  will  pay  his  reasonable  legal  expenses. 

851.  Is  yours  a  vaccinating  Board  or  an  anti-vaccinating 
— Vaccinating,  sir. 

852.  You  suggest  that  "  reasonable  expenses  "  should  be 
more  clearly  denned  ? — Yes,  I  do. 

853.  In  what  way  would  you  propose  to  do  that — as  to 
what  terms  in  particular  ? — I  should  like  an  exact  definition 
of  what  is  meant  by  "  reasonable  legal  expenses  " — whether 
it  includes  travelling  expenses  and  out-of-pocket  expenses, 
where  a  vaccination  officer  conducts  his  own  cases  he 
should  be  allowed  something  for  out-of-pocket  expenses. 

854.  Do  you  consider  that  a  bonus  for  good  services 
should  be  given  to  vaccination  officers,  based  upon  the 
Local  Government  Board's  Inspectors'  reports  and  the  half- 
yearly  and  supplementary  returns  sent  through  the  clerk  ? 
— Yes,  sir.  This  bonus  would  be  a  reward  to  diligent 
officers  and  would  assist  the  incomes  of  vaccination  officers 
who  work  against  heavy  odds  in  anti-vaccination  districts. 
The  returns  sent  by  the  vaccination  officer  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  provide  a  very  clear  indication  of  the 
work  being  done  by  the  officer  in  that  district,  and  where 
the  districts  are  large  and  thinly-populated  it  would  be 
some  inducement  to  him  to  work  harder  if  he  knew  that  a 
bonus  would  be  given  to  him  provided  he  carried  out  the 
orders  of  the  Local  Government  Board. 

855.  Has  the  Order  of  1898  increased  the  work  thrown 
upon  vaccination  officers  ? — Yes,  it  has.  During  the  time 
immediately  preceding  the  passing  of  the  Act  of  1898,  and 
whilst  the  Royal  Commission  was  sitting,  many  people 
delayed  their  children's  vaccination,  pending  the  Report. 
These  arrears  had  to  be  pulled  up  in  1898,  1899,  1900  and 
1901,  and  they  naturally  swell  the  number  of  successful 
vaccinations  in  those  years.  The  totals  for  those  years  are 
abnormal. 

856.  Are  you  speaking  now  of  your  own  experience,  or 
are  you  speaking  of  other  districts  as  well  ? — I  am  speaking 
specially  of  my  own  district.  When  I  took  office  in 
January,  1899, 1  found  120  arrears  in  a  yearly  birth  rate  of 
250,  and  these  are  nearly  all  vaccinated.  The  Order  of 
1898  gave  increased  work  to  officers,  and  the  returns  show 
an  increased  percentage  of  successful  vaccinations,  and 
the  country  must  expect  to  pay  an  increased  sum  of 
money  to  obtain  the  extra  efficiency. 

857.  Your  answer  is  that  on  account  of  the  arrears  in  the 
first  place  considerable  extra  work  was  thrown  upon  you  1 


— Yes,  sir,  apparently  a  larger  number  of  successful  vacci- 
nations took  place  than  usual,  but  really  they  were  arrears- 
of  former  low  years. 

858.  You  suggest  that  a  register  of  vaccination  officers 
should  be  kept  and  issued  shewing  the  names,  addresses, 
districts  and  parishes  of  vaccination  officers  ?  Would 
that  save  expense  ? — I  think  so.  My  experience  is  that 
we  lose  much  time  and  money  through  not  finding  out  the 
proper  officer  to  whom  to  send  a  certified  copy  of  successful 
vaccinations  in  our  district. 

859.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Have  you  ever  tried  sending  the 
Notices  to  the  Clerk  to  the  Guardians  ? — Yes,  I  have  tried 
that,  sir,  but  they  might  be  lost. 

860.  Under  cover  to  the  Clerk  to  the  Guardians  ? — Yes — 
there  is  a  form  issued  by  the  Local  Government  Board — 
we  have  that  supplied  to  us. 

861.  Have  you  ever  tried  that  plan  of  sending  a  letter 
to  "  Mr.  Brown,  Vaccination  Officer,  of  the  So-and-Sc- 
Union,  care  of  the  Clerk  to  the  Guardians  "  and  giving  the 
address  ? — Yes,  but  there  again  is  a  difficulty — we  very 
often  do  not  know  the  union  in  which  a  parish  is  situated, 
nor  do  we  know  the  clerk's  address. 

862.  Then  your  suggestion  would  have  no  advantage  ? — 
Yes,  because  in  a  parallel  column  there  would  be  the  name 
of  the  union  and  its  constituent  parishes. 

863.  Are  you  aware  that  there  is  a  Blue  Book  issued 
that  shows  in  what  union  any  parish  is  situated  ? — It  is- 
not  issued  to  vaccination  officers. 

864.  Having  ascertained  in  what  union  any  parish  is, 
you  can  send  your  notice  to  the  vaccination  officer  of  that 
union,  under  cover  to  the  Clerk  to  the  Guardians  ? — Of 
course  it  might  be  done  that  way,  but  time,  I  think,  might 
be  lost.  We  are  supplied  with  a  form  in  which  to  do  this. 
The  form  of  which  I  am  speaking  is  "  The  Clerk  to  the 

Guardians  of  the  Union  for  the  Vaccination  Officer 

of  the  District."    These  are  supplied  to  us.   If  we 

knew  the  name  of  the  officer  for  that  particular  union  we 
should  feel  far  safer  to  send  it  straight  to  him. 

865.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  But  you  would  not  then  know  the 
vaccination  officer's  district  ? — Oh  yes,  I  think  we  should — 
if  the  names  of  the  parishes  and  the  name  of  the  union 
were  put  opposite  the  names  and  addresses  of  the  vaccina- 
tion officers. 

866.  (Chairman.)  Could  it  be  done  in  the  way  that  Mr. 
Lithiby  proposes  ?— Yes,  it  could — but  the  other  would  be 
a  preferable  way. 

867.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Could  you  not  find  that  in  the 
Local  Government  Directory  in  the  office  of  the  Clerk  to 
the  Guardians  ?— Yes,  but  I  am  nine  miles  away  from  the 
Clerk  to  the  Guardians. 


869.  Could  you  not  then  consult  that  book  ? — Once  a 
fortnight  I  go  to  the  Board  meeting,  and  then  the  Board 
meeting  does  not  take  place  at  the  clerk's  offices.  I  have 
no  opportunity  of  seeing  the  Directory. 

870.  (Chairman.)  You  say  that  a  part  of  the  extra 
expense  of  recent  years  is  not  due  to  vaccination  officers  ? 
— Yes,  in  some  districts  Guardians  known  to  be  opposed  to 
vaccination  are  elected.  Parents  are  thereby  encouraged 
to  oppose  vaccination  and  hence  legal  expenses  are  largely 
increased  owing  to  the  necessity  for  prosecution.  The 
largely  increased  expense  in  the  last  two  years  is  chiefly 
due  to  re-vaccination  expenses,  for  which  the  vaccination 
officer  receives  no  fee.  No  part  of  that  has  fallen  into  our 
pockets  at  all.  The  vaccination  officer  should  be  paid  a 
fee  for  registering  all  successful  re-vaccinations. 

871.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Do  you  register  any  ? — None  at  allf 

872.  Why  should  you  be  paid  for  it,  then  ?— We  think  it 
necessary  that  a  register  should  be  kept  and  that  we  should 
be  paid  for  keeping  that  register.  Besides  we  are  told  that 
we  are  to  encourage  re-vaccination. 

873.  Where  do  you  find  that  you  are  to  encourage  re-vac- 
cination ? — I  can  only  answer  like  my  predecessor — in  the 
instructions  of  the  Local  Government  Board — I  can  only 
refer  to  the  same  paragraphs  that  Mr.  Elsam  has  referred 
to.    "  The  vaccination  officer  is  to  make  it  well  known.'-' 

874.  Why  should  you  register  certificates  of  re-vacci- 
nation ?— Partly  as  a  check  upon  the  public  vaccinator. 
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875.  It  is  not  your  business  to  check  the  public  vacci- 
nator— that  is  a  matter  for  the  Guardians  ? — There  would 
be  a  record  of  the  people  who  had  been  re-vaccinated.  .  . 

876.  But  that  is  not  required  to  be  kept  ? — 

877.  (Chairman.)  You  advocate  the  "preferential 
treatment  of  rural  vaccination  officers."  Will  you  please 
explain  that  ? — There  should  be  a  difference  made  between 
a  rural  vaccination  officer  and  an  urban  vaccination  officer. 
Rural  vaccination  officers  should  be  in  a  position  to  earn 
equal  salaries  pro  rata  with  urban  vaccination  officers. 
This  could  be  done  by  a  special  allowance  to  large  and 
sparsely-populated  districts,  say  10s.  per  1,000  acres 
after  the  first  3,000  acres— or  by  the  raising  in  such  areas  of 
the  legal  minimum  fee.  Guardians,  of  course,  have  the 
power  to  differentiate  between  vaccination  officers,  but  we 
find  by  experience  that  thev  do  not  like  to  do  so.  The 
scale,  as  a  rule,  is  fixed  tor  the  union,  whether  the  districts 
are  rural  or  urban.  I  ask  that  some  difference  should 
be  made  between  the  treatment  of  the  two  classes  of 
officers.  The  rural  vaccination  officer  has  to  cover  more 
ground  and  his  opportunities  of  earning  a  salary  are  not 
so  great.  If  the  legal  minimum  fee  were  higher  for  rural 
than  for  urban  districts  the  balance  would  be  made  up. 

878.  Do  you  complain  of  that  as  being  a  hardship  in  your 
own  case  ? — Yes,  I  have  a  large  area  to  cover — perhaps 
twenty-four  miles  to  visit  one  case — twelve  miles  there  and 
twelve  miles  back. 

879.  Is  that  an  average  ? — No,  it  is  an  extreme. 

880.  You  do  not  live  at  one  end  and  have  to  go  to  the 
other  extreme  ? — I  live  in  the  populous  end  of  the  district 
and  on  the  main  road.  The  reason  I  live  there  is  because  I 
am  relieving  officer,  and  the  Guardians  fixed  my  residence 
there  because  they  thought  that  tramps  falling  ill  on  the 
main  road  would  need  my  assistance,  and  so  they  put 

on  the  exact  spot  on  which  I  live,  and  that " 
twelve  miles  from  the  other  end  of  my  district. 

881.  (Mr.  Lithihy.)    How  long  have  you  been 
tion  officer  ? — I  was  appointed  on  the  1st  of  January,  1899. 

882.  So  that  you  have  no  experience  of  the  working  of 
the  old  Acts  ? — No  ;  except  as  an  ordinary  citizen. 

883.  You  have  had  no  experience  as  a  vaccination  officer 
of  the  working  of  the  old  Acts  ? — No,  sir. 

884.  It  is  open  to  your  Guardians  to  increase  the  fees 
payable  to  you  for  your  work,  is  it  not  ? — Certainly,  sir. 

885.  But  they  have  not  done  so  since  they  appointed 
you  ? — No — oh,  I  beg  your  pardon — they  have.  They 
used  to  be  3d.  and  9d.,  now  they  are  5d.  and  Is.  3d.  There 
are  four  vaccination  officers  in  the  Farnham  Union.  They 
have  taken  into  consideration  the  idea  that  I  suggest  here. 
In  one  district,  which  is  more  populous,  the  fees  are  4d. 
and  Is.,  but  the  three  other  vaccination  officers,  who  have 
more  rural  districts,  get  5d.  and  Is.  3d. 

886.  So  that  the  Farnham  Guardians  have  under  existing 
regulations  acted,  in  your  opinion,  in  the  proper  way  ? — 
Yes,  sir. 

887.  And  no  amendment  of  the  regulations  is  necessary, 
so  far  as  your  union  is  concerned  ? — So  far  as  my  union  is 
concerned — no.  But  many  Boards  of  Guardians  would 
act  upon  the  recommendation  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  where  they  would  not  if  it  was  suggested  to  them  by 
the  vaccination  officer. 

888.  I  do  not  think  you  need  give  us  the  experience  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  on  that  point  1 — I  am  giving 
you  my  own  experience  and  those  of  the  officers  in  the 
various  unions. 

889.  You  say  that  in  your  union  the  regulations  are  satis- 
factory— so  far  as  your  union  is  concerned  the  Guardians 
have  acted  as  you  think  they  ought  to  have  acted  ? — Yes. 

890.  You  say  that  you  are  registrar  and  relieving 
officer  ? — Yes,  sir. 

891.  Do  you  mean  seriously  to  tell  the  Committee  that 
the  holding  of  these  two  posts  does  not  work  in  with  your 
duties  as  vaccination  officer  ?  That  your  duties  as  vacci- 
nation officer  do  not  work  in  with  your  duties  as  relieving 
officer  and  registrar  ? — They  do,  to  some  extent,  the 
clerical  work  of  all  of  them  can  be  done  at  home,  but  the 
visiting  outside  does  not  often  work  together. 

892.  Is  it  impracticable  for  you  to  arrange  your  visiting 
in  your  three  capacities  so  that  when  you  are  in  one  part  of 
your  district  you  can  utilise  your  opportunities  for  the 


several  purposes  ? — It  does  not  very  often  happen  that  Mr.Hanvood, 
they  fall  at  the  same  time  for  the  three  purposes.  As 
registrar  I  may  be  summoned  to  a  house  to  register — that 
usually  happens  at  the  time  of  a  death.  That  is  an  urgent 
message,  and  has  to  be  answered  immediately.  So  far  as 
registration  is  concerned,  as  a  rule  it  happens  that  a  vacci- 
nation cannot  be  visited  at  the  same  time. 

893.  But  if  you  had  any  children  to  visit  would  you  not 
take  the  opportunity  of  visiting  them  at  the  same  time  ? — 
Decidedly,  sir. 

894.  And  if  you  are  visiting  the  home  of  a  pauper  in 
your  capacity  of  relieving  officer,  you  could  at  the  same 
time  visit  any  children  whom  it  may  be  your  duty  to  visit 
as  vaccination  officer  ? — Yes,  sir,  supposing  they  were  in 
the  same  part.  Mine  is  not  a  pauperised  district.  There 
are  very  few  paupers  in  the  Frimley  District  of  the  Farn- 
ham Union.  I  do  not  have  many  visits  to  pay  except  in 
urgent  cases. 

895.  But  you  would  not  say,  I  suppose,  that  your  ex- 
perience is  common  ?— No,  sir,  Farnham  is  one  of  the 
least  pauperised  unions  in  the  country. 

896.  In  a  district  in  which  there  were-more  paupers  and 
consequently  more  visiting  for  the  relieving  officer,  it 
would  probably  be  an  assistance  to  a  vaccination  officer  to 
hold  the  posts  which  you  hold  ? — Yes,  sir,  even  if  he  did 
not  gain  in  visiting  he  would  gain  by  a  more  exact  know- 
ledge of  the  locality. 

897.  Do  you  give  your  whole  time  in  your  three  capaci- 
ties ? — I  am  collector  of  the  Guardians  as  well,  and  was 
school  attendance  officer  to  the  union. 

898.  Y®u  give  your  whole  time  to  the  Guardians  ? — 
Yes. 

899.  Would  you  mind  telling  us  what  your  whole  re- 
muneration is  ? — Roughly,  about  £140  last  year  from  all 
sources,  but  I  had  an  increase  in  my  salary  as  relieving 
Officer  during  that  time. 

900.  Not  more  ? — Not  more.  I  only  get  £70  as  re- 
lieving officer,  and  it  is  only  a  few  months  that  I  have  had 
that  salary.  I  have  to  keep  a  bicycle,  and  pay  my  own 
travelling  expenses.  Farnham  is  eight  and  a-half  miles 
away  by  train,  and  when  I  want  to  consult  the  clerk  or  go 
there  at  all  it  necessitates  paying  my  railway  fare  if  the 
weather  is  bad. 

901.  Do  the  Guardians  pay  the  costs  of  proceedings  in 
vaccination  cases  ? — They  just  pay  the  Court  fees  and  the 
solicitors  fees. 

902.  Nothing  for  assistance  ? — No,  sir. 

903.  Not  if  you  have  to  go  by  train  ? — No,  sir,  I  have 
not  put  forward  a  claim  for  it.  That  is  why  I  ask  in  my 
evidence  that  the  reasonable  expenses  should  be  defined. 

904.  Why  ask  the  Committee  to  recommend  a  defini- 
tion of  "  reasonable  expenses  "  when  you  tell  us  that  you 
have  not  made  any  claim  beyond  the  two  items  you  have 
referred  to  ? — If  the  thing  is  there  in  black  and  white,  it 
would  much  more  probably  be  acted  upon. 

905.  But  you  have  made  no  claim,  and  therefore,  there 
has  been  no  refusal  ? — No,  sir,  I  do  not  have  many  pro- 
secutions. 

908.  You  have  had  some  prosecutions  ? — Some,  sir. 

907.  Have  you  had  any  difficulty  with  regard  to 
solicitor's  costs  ?— No,  the  Clerk  to  the  Guardians  has 
acted  as  my  solicitor. 

908.  And  his  costs  have  been  paid  by  the  Guardians 
without  any  demur  ? — Yes,  except  where  they  were  paid 
by  defaulters,  which  they  have  been  in  most  cases. 

909.  Have  you  had  any  special  experience  of  smallpox 
in  your  district  ? — No,  sir,  except  the  general  scare 
throughout  England. 

910.  You  have  had  no  cases  in  your  district  requiring 
you  to  take  special  action  ? — We  took  special  action  be- 
cause Sandhurst,  Berks,  which  adjoins  Frimley,  had  a 
case  of  smallpox.  Our  public  vaccinator  opened  some 
vaccination  stations,  and  I  assisted  him  to  carry  on  those 
stations,  I  helped  him  with  the  clerical  work  and  issuing 
posters,  etc.  No  case  was  notified  in  the  parishes  of 
Frimley  or  Ash,  which  comprise  my  district. 

911.  Do  you  receive  any  considerable  number  of  certi- 
ficates of  successful  vaccination  of  children  born  outside 
your  district  ? — Yes,  sir.    In  the  parish  of  Frimley  are  the 
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Mr.  liar  no  xl.  Staff  College  and  two  sets  of  barracks.  I  find  that  a 
large  number  of  officers  come  there  whose  children  have 
been  born  abroad  or  in  Ireland,  or  Scotland,  and  the 
children  are  successfully  vaccinated  in  my  district,  but  I 
am  robbed  of  that  fee,  because  I  cannot  send  a  copy  of  the 
successful  vaccination  to  the  other  vaccination  officer. 

912.  Have  you  ever  made  any  claim  on  your  Guardians 
for  such  fees  ? — No,  I  have  not. 

913.  I  take  it  those  circumstances  would  be  special  to 
your  district  ? — Yes,  sir,  but  apply  more  or  less  in  all 
military  districts. 

914.  You  have  never  asked  the  Guardians  to  pay  you 
anything  extra  for  the  work  you  have  done  in  regard  to 
these  certificates  ? — No,  sir. 

915.  Are  you  aware  that  under  the  Vaccination  Order, 
1898,  Guardians  are  empowered  to  pay  a  fee  for  extra- 
ordinary services  performed  by  a  vaccination  officer  ? — 
Yes,  sir,  I  am  aware  of  that,  sir.  I  have  not  made  a  claim 
because  the  expense  of  vaccination  has  been  so  heavy 
during  the  last  year  or  two. 

916.  Is  it  the  experience  of  your  district  that  public 
vaccinators  have  to  visit  the  homes  of  children  more 
than  twice,  in  the  case  of  each  child  that  is  vaccinated  ? — 
They  very  often  have  to  do  so.  The  public  vaccinator 
may  send  a  notice  and  the  parent,  purposely  to  avoid  the 
public  vaccinator,  may  be  out  when  the  public  vaccinator 
calls.  He  does  not  like  to  enter  that  as  a  refusal  so  he 
calLs  again.  Or  in  postponement  cases  he  may  often  have 
to  call  three  or  four  times  before  getting  the  child  success- 
fully vaccinated. 

917.  {Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Do  you  not  regard  the  combina- 
tion of  registrar  and  vaccination  officer  as  being  specially 
useful  in  carrying  out  the  vaccination  officer's  work?  — I 
do,  indeed.  I  find  I  am  more  careful  in  getting  the  exact 
particulars  of  locality  of  the  birth — it  is  very  useful  to 
have  the  exact  particulars  of  the  birth  of  a  child  when 
visiting  as  vaccination  officer. 

918.  In  that  way  it  helps  you — by  reducing  the  diffi- 
culties that  you  have  in  finding  the  children.  You  know 
their  correct  address  and  you  know  the  parent  who  comes 
to  register,  and  you  can  trace  him  by  your  personal  know- 
ledge of  him  ? — As  registrar  I  probably  should  not  know 
him,  but  as  relieving  officer  or  school  attendance  officer  I 
might.  I  register,  of  course,  about  300  births  a  year,  and 
it  is  not  very  likely  that  I  should  remember  their  faces. 

919.  But  still  the  combination  of  offices  is  very  useful  ? 

920.  With  regard  to  your  suggestion  that  there  should 
be  a  bonus  to  vaccination  officers,  have  you  formed  any 
opinion  as  to  how  it  could  be  worked.  Upon  what  basis 
would  you  make  such  payments  ? — The  columns  of  the 
Supplemental  Returns  to  the  Local  Government  Board  ' 
show  the  relation  of  the  number  of  children  vaccinated  to 
the  number  of  children  registered. 

921.  Yes,  but  in  an  anti-vaccination  district  the  numbers 
will  not  show  the  work  done  by  a  good  officer,  because  he 
has  so  much  of  his  labour  in  vain  ? — Yes,  sir. 

922.  But  he  may  be  doing  better  work  than  the  other 
man  ? — You  see  I  base  my  suggestion  on  the  reports  of 
the  inspector  of  the  Local  Government  Board  who,  when 
he  visits  us,  sees  the  Report  Book  which  shows  the  work 
done  by  the  officer. 

923.  But  I  presume  you  base  your  suggestion  about 
this  bonus  upon  the  fact  that  a  bonu3  is  paid  to  public 
vaccinators  ? — Yes,  sir. 

924.  Should  you  wish  something  similar  to  the  awards 
to  public  vaccinators  ? — Yes,  sir. 

925.  But  you  are  aware  that  the  bonus  is  given  to  public 
vaccinators  per  head  of  children  vaccinated  under  twelve 
months.  Even  in  good  districts  the  public  vaccinator 
does  not  get  anything  extra  from  Government  in  respect 
of  his  other  cases,  that  is,  for  those  vaccinated  at  ages 
from  twelve  months  upwards  ? — He  is  paid  per  head 
as  well. 

926.  In  rural  districts  would  there  be  any  difficulty  in 
having  a  whole  time  vaccination  officer  ? — I  do  not  think  it 
would  pay  a  man,  sir. 

927.  {Mr.  Vattance.)  What  is  the  average  number  of 
births  in  your  district  ? — About  250. 


928.  Have  you  a  return  before  you  showing  the 
number  of  successful  vaccinations  ?— In  1902  the  number 
of  births  was  307 — do  you  mean  of  those  born  in  my 
district  ? 

929.  The  number  which  is  the  basis  of  computation 
of  your  fees  ?— There  were  307  births  and  402  certificates 
of  successful  vaccination  received. 

930.  That  would  represent  some  arrears,  I  suppose  ? — 
Yes,  a  large  number  of  arrears,  and  also  a  number  of 
children  born  in  other  districts. 

931.  What  did  your  vaccination  fees  amount  to  ? — 
Between  £6  and  £7  a  quarter — about  £25  a  year. 

932.  With  the  scale  adopted  by  the  Guardians  you 
have  no  real  grievance  yourself  ? — Except  that  it  hardly 
represents  the  amount  of  work  we  have  to  do.  There  are 
some  certificates  for  which  we  get  no  fee.  The  scale 
should  be  more  inclusive. 

933.  You  refer  to  "  reasonable  legal  expenses  "  ? — Yes, 
sir.  I  think  I  should  have  said  "  reasonable  expenses," 
not  "  legal  "  expenses. 

934.  The  Order  need  not  be  taken  as  confined  to  the 
counsel's  feesand  the  Court  fees  ? — "  The  Guardians  shall 
pay  the  reasonable  costs  and  expenses,"  that  is  what  I 
intended,  sir. 

935.  You  say,  "  The  officer  is  paid  nothing  for  post- 
ponement, insusceptible  certificates,  exemption  certifi- 
cates, and  children  dying  before  vaccination,  although 
each  of  those  classes  have  to  be  entered  in  the  register  "  ? 
— Yes,  sir. 

936.  But  the  register  is  partly  prepared  for  you  by 
the  registrar,  is  it  not  ? — One  part  of  it,  sir,  the  left-hand 
portion  of  it. 

937.  The  main  part  of  the  register  is  filled  up  for 
you  ? — Yes. 

938.  And  the  fee  is  in  respect  of  registration  in  the 
respective  columns  of  the  certificates  of  successful  vac- 
cination or  insusceptibility,  as  the  case  may  be  ?— Part 
of  our  duty  is  to  enter  in  the  particular  column,  which  is 
headed  "  Successful,"  or  "  Name  of  Medical  man  certi- 
fying," or  "  Exemptions,"  or  "  Insusceptible,"  as  the  case 
may  be. 

939.  You  mean  it  is  the  entry  of  the  certificate  as  the 
case  may  be  in  the  register — not  filling  up  the  column  ? — 
There  are  six  columns — date  of  successful  vaccination, 
date  of  insusceptibility  certificate,  name  of  doctor,  date  of 
exemption  certificate,  date  of  death  unvaccinated,  and 
reference  number. 

940.  I  cannot  quite  understand  what  you  mean  by  a 
bonus,  Mr.  Harwood  ?  In  what  form  do  you  expect  a 
bonus  could  possibly  be  paid  ? — A  sum  of  money  based  on 
the  acreage  of  the  district — my  suggestion  is  10s. — for 
every  1.0U0  acres  over  the  first  3,000.  If  a  man  has  a  very 
large  area  he  has  to  cover  more  ground,  and  supposing 
that  his  work  was  carefully  done,  I  ask  that  a  sum  of 
money  should  be  given  to  him. 

941.  {Chairman.)  Out  of  what  fund  ? — I  do  not  know 
— by  the  Local  Government  Board. 

942.  {Mr.  Vailance.)  Is  it  not  a  more  convenient 
arrangement  to  adapt  the  fee  to  the  difficulties  of  the 
district  ?  If  you  are  reasonably  remunerated  in  fees,  with 
a  due  regard  to  the  difficulties  of  discharging  your  duties 
by  reason  of  distance,  and  so  forth,  is  that  not  a  more 
convenient  arrangement  than  a  lump  sum  as  bonus  ? — 
Yes,  sir,  it  is,  supposing  the  Guardians  are  in  favour  of 
vaccination.  But  it  is  possible  for  a  man  to  have  all  these 
difficulties  to  contend  with  and  yet  to  get  only  the  mini- 
mum fees  with  a  large  and  sparsely-populated  area. 

943.  {Chairman.)  That  is  not  your  own  experience  5 — 
No,  but  there  are  districts  where  this  happens.  I  am 
speaking  for  rural  vaccination  officers  generally. 

944.  {Mr.  Vailance.)  With  regard  to  the  difficulty  of 
communicating  with  vaccination  officers  in  other  districts 
— are  you  aware  that  there  exists  a  list  of  parishes  pub- 
lished by  the  Local  Government  Board  ? — I  think  it  is  a 
private  list,  sir,  not  an  official  list. 

945.  It  is  sufficiently  reliable  to  answer  your  purposes 
as  a  vaccination  officer  ? — But  it  is  not  issued  to  us,  sir. 
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946.  I  am  speaking  of  the  list  of  parishes  with  the  unions 
in  which  each  parish  is  situated? — I  have  seen  a  list  at  the 
clerk's  office,  but  I  cannot  afford  to  get  such  a  list  and  the 
clerk  lives  eight  miles  away.  The  form  to  which  I  refer 
in  my  evidence,  which  is  very  clear  and  useful  to  me  as 
vaccination  officer,  gives  the  registrar's  name  and  address, 


and  his  deputy's  name  and  address,  and  in  another  part  it  Mr.  IhtrmxxL 
gives  the  name  of  the  parish  church,  the  parish  churches 
give  a  clue  to  the  parishes,  and  the  superintendent  regis- 
trar is  usually  clerk  to  the  guardians,  and  in  this  way  I  can 
very  often  find  the  vaccination  district  by  finding  the 
registration  district — it  is  a  Blue  Book  issued  to  registrars. 


Mr.  C.  A.  Kemble,  called  ;  and  Examined. 


947.  {Chairman.)  Mr.  Kemble,  you  are  the  Chairman 
of  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Clutton  Union,  I  think  ? — 
[  am. 

948.  Have  you  been  Chairman  for  some  time  ? — 
Nearly  twenty  years  —  fifteen  or  sixteen  years  at  any 
rate,  I  do  not  know  exactly. 

949.  I  think  you  have  some  figures  showing  the  increased 
cost  of  vaccination  ? — I  am  prepared,  sir,  with  some 
figures  given  to  me  by  our  Clerk.  Of  course  I  am  not  an 
expert  in  these  matters. 

950.  I  think  your  Union  is  one  of  those  who  petitioned 
the  Local  Government  Board  on  the  subject  of  increased 
cost  of  vaccination  following  the  Order  of  1898  ? — I  believe 
that  i3  so. 

951.  Have  you  a  copy  of  the  Memorial  that  you  signed  ? 
— Of  the  Memorial — no,  I  am  afraid  I  have  not. 

952.  Could  you  tell  us,  roughly  speaking,  the  terms  of 
the  petition  ?  My  object  is  to  get  at  the  points  which 
your  Board  put  forward  in  support  of  their  views  in 
regard  to  increased  cost  ? — I  think  our  Board  was  guided 
by  the  circular  sent  round  from  Wigan — I  think  we  rather 
sat  on  the  back  of  the  Wigan  petition. 

953.  I  think  you  have  some  figures  showing  the  increased 
■cost  of  vaccination  ? — I  think,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  in  my 
Union  the  Guardians  were  altogether  too  slow  in  fixing  the 
fees.  They  had  a  certain  time  given  them  in  which  to 
fix  the  fees  that  should  be  paid.  They  allowed  that  time 
to  lapse,  and  I  think  the  figures  were  really  fixed  by  the 
Local  Government  Board.  I  think  that  was  the  course 
throughout  the  country,  and  then,  of  course,  we  had  to 
follow  the  figures  which  were  adjudged  to  be  right. 

954.  What  are  your  fees  ? — There  is  the  Is.  fee  in  respect 
of  every  child  entered  in  the  lists  or  not  entered  in  such 
lists  but  vaccinated  by  the  public  vaccinator.  For  every 
successful  vaccination  or  re-vaccination  performed  at  the 
home  of  the  person  vaccinated,  if  within  three  miles  of  the 
residence  of  the  public  vaccinator,  5s.  Over  three  miles, 
but  not  more  than  six  miles  from  the  residence  of 
the  public  vaccinator,  7s.  6d.  Over,  six  miles  from 
the  residence  of  the  public  vaccinator,  10s.  As  a 
matter  of  fact  we  have  not  had  a  10s.  fee  to  pay.  For 
every  successful  primary  vaccination  of  any  person  other 
than  a  child  elsewhere  than  at  the  home  of  the  person 
vaccinated,  2s.  6d.  In  respect  of  every  person  success- 
fully vaccinated  or  re-vaccinated  in  the  workhouse,  2s.  6d. 
So  our  minimum  is  never  less  than  6s.  There  is  the  5s. 
for  the  public  vaccinator,  which  covers  within  a  radius  of 
three  miles,  and  Is.  for  the  name  on  the  list — that  is  6s. 
altogether. 

955.  Have  you  any  figures  with  regard  to  the  increase  ? 
— In  the  four  years  beginning  in  1896  and  ending  in  1899 
the  total  cost  of  our  vaccinations  was  £222.  In  the  four 
years  1900-1903,  that  is,  up  to  the  present  year,  the  cost 
has  been  £766.  (These  figures  are  made  up  to  25th  March 
in  each  year.)  So  that  you  may  say  roughly  it  has  in- 
creased to  three  times  the  amount.  With  regard  to  births, 
in  the  last  four  years  it  seems  that  births  had  nothing  to  do 
with  it.  The  births,  as  nearly  as  we  can  make  out,  were 
798  in  1900,  739  in  1901,  786  in  1902,  and  780  in  1903,  and 
those  figures  for  a  birth  rate  are  very  constant,  of  course,  so 
it  cannot  be  that  there  are  a  great  many  more  children 
vaccinated.  I  put  it  down  to  the  fact  that  under  the 
present  regulations  instead  of  the  children  being  taken  to 
the  surgery  at  stated  intervals  so  that  the  doctors  could 
vaccinate  them  in  the  old-fashioned  way,  all  at  the  one 
time  


956.  You  had  vaccination  stations,  1  take  it  ? — We  had  j^,  Xemble. 
previously,  but  they  are  done  away  with  now.  The 
surgeries  in  many  cases  were  the  stations.    Now  the 

doctors  must  go  out  to  the  homes  of  the  children,  and 
naturally  professional  men  wish  to  be  paid  a  mileage  for  all 
they  do — you  cannot  expect  them  to  work  for  no'.hing — 
and  that  has  increased  the  cost. 

957.  You  consider  that  it  is  entirely  owing  to  the 
Vaccination  Order  ? — I  think  so — I  cannot  find  anything 
else  to  account  for  it. 

958.  Do  you  think  the  minimum  fee  should  be  recuced  ? 
—It  is  simply  a  question  of  what  a  professional  man  is 

expected  to  work  for.  I  do  not  think  anyone  has  a  right 
to  go  to  a  professional  man  and  say,  "  You  are  going  to  do 
public  work,  therefore  you  cannot  expect  to  be  paid  so 
much — you  must  lose  money  over  it."  A  professional 
man  has  his  scale  of  fees  and  he  expects  to  be  paid  them. 
You  do  not  want  to  throw  money  away,  but  at  the  same 
time  you  must  pay  a  man  justly  for  the  work  he  does. 

959.  Do  you  think  the  minimum  fee  should  be  reduced  ? 
And  if  it  were  reduced,  do  you  think  the  work  would  be 
equally  well  done  ? — That  is  a  very  difficult  question  to 
answer.  As  ratepayers  we  do  not  want  to  pay  more  than 
we  are  obliged  to  pay.  Speaking  fairly,  I  think  it  is  a 
question  of  what  a  professional  man  ought  to  be  paid  for 
the  time  and  Skill  and  labour  which  the  operation  involves 
— I  am  not  an  expert  to  answer  that  question. 

960.  Ai-e  the  public  vaccinators  satisfied  with  the 
amount  paid  to  them  ? — I  have  not  heard  any  complaint, 
but  whether  they  would  be  satisfied  with  a  lesser  amount  I 
am  not  at  all  prepared  to  say. 

961.  You  say  that  the  cost  has  been  practically  trebled, 
and  that  the  cost  for  the  four  years  since  the  Order  is  three- 
times  what  it  was  for  the  four  years  previously.  The 
figures  for  the  first  four  years  were  £222,  and  since  the 
Order  the  figures  have  been  £766  ? — Rather  more  than 
three  times  really.  I  can  tell  you  the  number  of  vaccina- 
tions which  took  place  in  the  four  years  before  and  after 
the  Order.    I  have  it  here  divided  into  districts. 

962.  How  many  districts  ? — There  are  five  districts — 
the  figures  are  not  very  perfect,  I  do  not  think  you  can  get 
very  much  from  them.  Under  the  old  Order  there  were  in 
the  four  years  1896,  1897,  1898,  1899— in  the  Chew  Ma^ma 
District,  406  vaccinations,  but  that  was  a  large  number, 
owing  to  the  fact  that  there  was  a  scare  of  smallpox. 

963.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  These  are  all  primary  vaccina- 
tions— of  infants  ? — Chiefly  so.  In  the  Harptree  District 
there  were  139  vaccinations.  These  are  four  years  to- 
gether, not  separate,  four  old  years  and  four  new  years. 
In  Midsomer  Norton  there  were  592  vaccinations. 
Timsbury  District  (but  there  is  a  year  short  in  this  lot) — 
249  vaccinations.  Clutton  District  (there  is  a  year  short 
here  also)  98  vaccinations.  And  there  was  a  year  short 
in  Chew  Magna — I  ought  to  have  told  you  that. 

964.  (Chairman.)    Then  can  you  give  us  the  same  for 
the  new  scale  ? — LTnder  the  new  scale  : — 

Chew  Magna     ....     349  vaccinations. 

Harptree  123  „ 

Midsomer  Norton      -       -       -  1,265  „ 

Timsbury  470 

Clutton   276  „ 

Total       ....  2,483 
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965.  May  I  ask  you  this — is  your  Board  an  anti-vacci- 
nating  Board  or  is  it  in  favour  of  carrying  out  the  Act  ? — I 
think  if  we  were  a  full  Board,  with  every  member  present, 
the  majority  would  be  in  favour,  but  taking  the  most  regular 
attendants  perhaps  the  larger  number  of  them  would  be 
anti-vaccinators.  We  have  Radstock  and  Midsomer 
Norton  to  deal  with,  and  there  are  a  great  many  anti- 
vaccinators  there.  With  regard  to  exemptions  some  of 
the  anti-vaccinators  apply  to  Temple  Cloud  and  some 
apply  to  the  Kilmersdon  Bench,  and,  as  you  know,  they 
grant  exemptions  very  freely  at  the  latter  place. 

966.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Then,  Mr.  Kemble,  the  true  fact 
in  the  case  of  Clutton  is  that  the  increased  cost  has  arisen 
from  the  increased  fee  necessitated  by  domiciliary  vacci- 
nation ? — I  think  so,  certainly. 

967.  And  with  that  this  Committee  have  nothing  to  do. 
This  Committee  cannot  take  cognisance— cannot  deal 
with  the  question  of  domiciliary  or  stational  vaccinations  ? 
—Yes. 

968.  And  therefore  necessarily  there  must  be  increased 
cost  ? — There  is  certainly  an  increased  cost. 

969.  Then  the  crux  of  your  case  is  that  the  minimum  fee 
for  the  services  which  are  rendered,  notwithstanding  the 
requirements  of  the  Act  of  1898,  is  in  excess  of  what  is 
necessary  ? — Well,  if  you  can  get  the  doctors  to  do  it  for 
less. 

970.  Do  you  happen  to  know  what  the  charge  of  a 
private  practitioner  would  be  ordinarily  in  the  Clutton 
District  ? — -I  forget  whether  my  doctor  charged  me  a 
guinea  or  half  a  guinea — I  forget  which— I  know  I  thought 
he  charged  me  very  high  when  I  was  vaccinated  a  few 
years  ago.  He  charged  some  friends  of  mine  in  the  same 
way. 

971.  Are  the  district  medical  officers  public  vaccina- 
tors ? — Yes. 

972.  In  each  of  their  districts  ? — Yes. 

973.  And  can  you  give  us,  roughly  if  not  exactly, 
the  salaries  of  those  officers  ? — I  think  I  can  give  them 
exactly.; 

974.  Their  salaries  as  medical  officers  ? — For  their 
Poor  Law  work.  Dr.  Waugh,  of  Midsomer  Norton 
district,  has  an  acreage  of  9,408  acres  and  his  salary  is 
£125.  This  book  was  made  up  to  the  half-year  ending 
last  Lady -Day.  His  extra  medical  and  vaccination  fees  in 
that  half-year  were  £54  10s.  6d. 

975.  Have  you  any  record  of  the  number  of  cases 
dealt  with  ? — I  am  afraid  not.  I  don't  think  that  is 
here.  Then  Mr.  Hamilton,  of  Timsbury  District — he 
has  an  acreage  of  5,148  acres,  and  his  salary  is  £65; 
extra  medical  and  vaccination  fees,  £12  6s.  4d.  Dr.  Brew, 
Chew  Magna  District,  has  an  acreage  of  12,795  acres, 
and  his  salary  is  £66  ;  extra  medical  and  vaccination  fees, 
£6  4s.  6d.    (All  these  extra  fees  are  for  the  half-year). 

976.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  £54  in  the  Midsomer  Norton  Dis- 
trict— is  that  for  the  half-year  ? — Yes. 

977.  And  his  salary  for  the  whole  year  is  £125  ? — Yes. 

978.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  How  many  districts  have  you  ? 
— Five.  Then  there  is  Dr.  Gough,  of  East  Harptree 
District,  12,316  acres  ;  his  salary  for  the  year  is  £49  ; 
extra  medical  and  vaccination  fees  for  the  half-year, 
£7  6s.  8d.  Dr.  Martin,  Temple  Cloud  District  and  the  Work- 
house ;  inclusive,  the  acreage  is  6,568  acres  ;  his  salary 
is  £31  for  the  district  and  £60  for  the  workhouse  ;  extra 
medical  and  vaccination  fees  for  the  half-year,  £10  5s.  lOd. 

979.  Then  you  have  no  means  of  ascertaining  the 
■capitation  payment  in  respect  of  cases — what  this  would 
amount  to  for  each  visit  ? — I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
possible  to  get  at  that,  because  you  would  have  to  take 
the  doctor's  day-books  for  years  back,  and  go  through 
them  year  by  year.  It  would  mean  a  great  deal  of  labour 
to  get  that  out. 

980.  Take  the  case  of  Dr.  Hamilton,  with  £65  salary 
and  £12  fees.  What  would  he  receive  as  public  vac- 
cinator ? — I  can  tell  you  that.  That  is  the  Timsbury 
District.  Would  you  like  the  eight  years  going  back 
to  1896  ? 

981.  Take  last  year — the  last  complete  year  ? — The 
money  paid  to  him  for  vaccination  was  £52.  That  is,  for 
the  year  ending  last  25th  March,  but  in  1896  it  was  only  £15. 


982.  On  the  face  of  it,  he  is  not  relatively  overpaid  as 
public  vaccinator,  is  he  ? — No,  you  would  hardly  think 
so.  In  1896,  £15  was  paid  in  that  district;  in  1897,  £15  ; 
in  1898,  £11  ;  and  in  1899,  £8.  About  the  year  1899 
there  was  very  little  vaccination  done  because  people 
were  rather  waiting  to  see  which  way  things  would  be 
arranged.  In  1900  he  received  £39;  in  1901,  £33; 
in  1902,  £20 ;  and  in  1903,  £52. 

983.  The  acreage  of  your  Union  is  very  large,  is  it 
not  ? — It  is  rather  large.  The  area  of  the  whole  Union 
is  46,235  acres. 

984.  Do  you  disagree  with  the  fee  which  has  been 
assigned  to  the  public  vaccinator  in  respect  of  vaccina- 
tions three  miles  and  over,  or  six  miles  and  over  ? — Do 
I  object  to  the  fee  ? 

985.  Yes  ? — That  is  the  question  I  find  it  so  difficult  to 
answer.  I  do  not  think  a  professional  man  should  be  either 
overpaid  or  underpaid. 

986.  I  want  to  know  whether  your  objection  to  the 
minimum  is  to  the  fee  for  under  three  miles,  or  whether  it 
applies  to  all  the  fees  ? — I  think  the  objection  of  my  Guar- 
dians is  to  the  increased  cost  generally.; 

987.  (Chairman.)  But  in  your  petition  ?— We  talk 
about  the  minimum — well,  if  the  minimum  is  reduced  of 
course  all  the  fees  would  be  reduced. 

988.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  The  increased  payment  is  caused 
by  the  Legislature  having  required  domiciliary  vaccina- 
tion ? — Quite  so. 

989.  And  the  public  vaccinator  is  under  an  obligation 
to  vaccinate  much  more  carefully  than  formerly  ? — Yes, 
that  is  so. 

990.  And  for  that  domiciliary  attendance  and  for  that 
increased  care  he  must  necessarily  be  paid  a  higher  fee  ?  — 
Yes. 

991.  And  therefore  the  increase  is  necessitated  ? — I 
think  so  myself. 

992.  What  I  wane  to  get  at  is — you  have  an  immense 
area,  and  a  fee  has  been  prescribed  of  7s.  6d.  for  three  miles 
and  over,  and  10s.  for  six  miles  and  over.  These  two  fees 
you  do  not  complain  of  ? — No. 

993.  Your  objection  is  to  the  5s.  ? — Yes.  I  was  going 
to  say  I  would  suggest  that  a  Is.  6d.  fee  would  be  sufficient 
at  a  surgery  as  a  minimum  and  2s.  6d.  instead  of  5s.  for  the 
other.  I  gather  frommy  clerk  that  that  is  what  the  Guar- 
dians thought,  but  I  do  not  think  you  would  get  the  pro- 
fessional men  to  go  the  distances  for  that  sum. 

994.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Mr.  Kemble,  may  I  ask  you— 
you  believe  that  the  number  of  vaccinations  have  increased 
under  the  new  Order  ? — They  appear  to  have  done  so  by 
these  figures. 

995.  Do  you  think  that  increase  is  partly  due  to  the 
greater  confidence  which  the  people  have  in  the  public 
vaccinators'  methods  of  vaccinating  as  compared  with 
olden  times  ? — I  suppose  the  domiciliary  vaccination  has 
something  to  do  with  it.  They  feel  they  must  have  the 
children  vaccinated  unless  they  can  get  the  exemptions. 
Some  of  them  will  not  take  the  trouble  to  get  the  exemp- 
tions and  many  of  them  have  tried  and  failed. 

996.  Is  there  a  general  opinion  that  vaccination  is  re- 
garded more  favourably  now  by  the  public  ? — I  think  so, 
owing  to  the  calf  lymph. 

997.  The  introduction  of  these  new  methods,  which 
entail  much  more  trouble  on  the  vaccinator,  have  had  a 
beneficial  effect  on  the  minds  of  the  public  generally  ? 
— To  an  extent  they  have. 

998.  And  therefore  vaccination  has  increased  through- 
out the  country  under  the  new  Orders  ? — Yes. 

999.  (Chairman.)  Does  that  apply  to  your  union— 
that  the  number  of  children  vaccinated  has  increased  owing 
to  the  Order  ? — We  have  had  more  vaccinations. 

1000.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Then  this  increase  of  cost  is 
partly  due  to  the  increased  popularity  1—1  do  not  think  it 
is  the  popularity— I  think  it  is  the  feeling  of  compulsion. 

1001.  They  have  less  reluctance  to  apply  now  that  the 
vaccinator  comes  to  their  homes  ? — Yes. 

1002.  And  so  this  increased  cost  is  due  to  the  new 
methods  ? — Partly  so. 
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1003.  And  the  new  methods  have  proved  so  far  success- 
ful in  inducing  those  who  held  back  to  become  vaccinated 
now  ? — I  think  in  some  cases  they  will  not  take  any  trouble 
to  get  exemptions. 

1004.  We  may  take  it  generally  that  your  guardians,  on 
the  whole,  are  anti- vaccinators  ? — I  think  they  are  about 
evenly  divided. 

1005.  The  more  active  section  predominate  ? — I  think 
perhaps  we  have  a  greater  attendance  of  anti-vaccinators. 

1006.  They  do  not  say  so  much  that  the  public  vac- 
cinators are  over-paid  as  that  they  object  generally  to  any 
expense  for  vaccination  at  all  ? — They  object  to  spending 
money  in  any  shape. 

1007.  You  yourself  do  not  think  that  a  public  vaccinator 
is  over-paid  at  5s.  for  the  skill  and  labour  in  vaccinating  ? 
— Certainly  not  where  he  has  to  go  nearly  three  miles. 

1008.  And  where  private  persons  have  to  pay  10s.  6d.  ? 
—No. 

1009.  So  that  the  fee  of  5s.  can  hardly  be  regarded  as 
excessive  ? — No,  not  when  he  goes  a  long  way — ho  may 
have  to  go  over  and  over  again. 

1010.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  You  have  had  two  or  three 
changes  in  the  public  vaccinators  of  the  Out  ton  Union 
since  the.  Local  Government  Board  fixed  the  fees,  have  you 
not  ? — Dr.  Hamilton  left  a  few  weeks  ago,  so  we  have  had 
a  change  this  year.  Dr.  Gough  came  to  Compton  Martin 
about  two  years  ago.  Compton  Martin  District  lias  changed 
hands  four  times  ;  I  have  known  four  doctors  there  since 
1892. 

1011.  And  the  Guardians  fixed  the  same  fees  for  their 
public  vaccinators  in  the  case  of  the  new  payments  as  in 
the  cases  of  the  old  ones  ?— I  do  not  think  that  they  felt 
they  had  an  option  in  the  matter. 

1012.  I  see.  Can  you  tell  us  at  all  what  fee  is  paid  to 
medical  men  who  attend  working-class  patients  in  the 
Clutton  Union,  or  in  your  neighbourhood  ? — I  think  it 
varies  very  much.  I  think  they  charge  as  much  as  they 
dare,  and  take  as  little  as  they  can  get  sometimes.  Of 
course  they  have  club  patients  and  private  patients. 

1013.  But  you  do  not  know  what  is  the  scale  of  fees 
payable  by  working  men  in  your  district  ?— ISio,  I  really 
could  not  tell  you. 

1014.  We  have  been  told  that  the  fee  is  as  high  as 
10s.  6d.  for  vaccination  to  a  working  man  ? — I  should 
hardly  think  that. 

1015.  That  was  in  Cornwall  ? — Oh,  not  in  our  district. 

1016.  Do  you  think  that  is  a  higher  fee  than  is  paid  in 
your  district  ? — I  should  think  so. 

1017.  You  have  not  said  anything  about  vaccination 
officers  in  the  Clutton  Union.  Can  you  say  whether  they 
are  satisfied  with  their  fees,  and  whether  the  Guardians  are 
satisfied  with  the  fees  paid  to  them  ? — 1  have  heard  no 
■complaints  with  regard  to  the  vaccination  officers'  fees. 

1018.  Have  you  had  much  experience  of  re-vaccina- 
tions in  the  Clutton  Union  ? — I  do  not  think  there  are  a 
great  many. 

1019.  Would  you  think  it  would  be  a  satisfactory 
arrangement,  if  a  fee  of  2s.  6d.  were  paid  for  every  case  of 
re-vaccination  after  the  first,  in  a  factory,  workshop  or 
■colliery,  where  a  number  of  men  are  re-vaccinated  by  the 
public  vaccinator  at  the  same  time  ? — Do  I  think  it  would 
be  sufficient  ?  If  you  could  get  the  doctor  to  do  it  for 
that  money. 

1020.  Yousay  the  case  of  the  Guardians  is  that  too  much 
is  paid  now.  We  are  here  to  decide  what  these  fees  shall 
be.  We  want  to  know  what  are  the  views  of  Guardians 
and  others  on  the  subject.  It  has  been  suggested  that 
the  fees  for  re-vaccination  are  responsible  for  increasing 
the  total  payments  on  account  of  vaccination  during  the 
past  few  years  ? — That  may  be  so. 

1021.  The  question  is  now  whether  an  alteration  might 
not  be  made  by  charging  a  reduced  fee,  where  more  than 
one  vaccination  is  performed  at  the  same  time.  What  is 
your  view  on  that  point  ?— Of  course  the  doctor  would 
only  have  to  go  one  journey,  and  that  being  the  case  he 
may  be  expected  to  take  a  smaller  fee.  On  the  other 
hand,  he  would  say  "  that  is  my  luck,  and  I  ought  to  be 
entitled  to  charge  two  journeys  for  the  two  patients.  " 
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1022.  I  suppose  the  same  view  would  apply  to  a  large  j^.  Kcmble. 
number  of  Boards  of  Guardians  in  different  parts  oi  the 

country  ? — Very  much  so,  I  think. 

1023.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Have  you  considered  the  ques- 
tion of  the  payment  of  a  salary  to  public  vaccinators  '!  — 
No,  I  have  not,  sir. 

1024.  Have  you  formed  any  opinion  yourself  with  re- 
gard to  that  ? — No.  Our  union  is  a  very  large  one.  At 
Midsomer  Norton  and  Badstock  the  population  is  thick, 
but  in  the  Mendip  country  there  are  three  acres  to  every 
head  of  the  population  practically,  and  of  course  the  dis- 
tance to  be  covered  is  great. 

1025.  (Chairman.)  Although  your  Board  petitioned 
and  stated  in  their  petition  that  they  think  the  fees 
paid  are  excessive,  I  should  like  to  have  your  private 
opinion,  considering  the  increased  duties  and  the  in- 
creased mileage,  and  the  fact  that  they  have  to  pay  at  least 
two  visits,  and  also  that  there  is  a  possibility  of  their 
losing  the  fee  altogether,  is  it  your  opinion  that  the  amount 
paid  is  excessive,  knowing  the  neighbourhood  and  who 
would  be  the  patients,  and  also  knowing  the  medicaL^ 
men  ? — If  I  was  a  doctor  I  should  not  consider  1  was  at  all 
overpaid  by  the  present  fees. 

1026.  {Mr.  Lithiby.)  Would  you  think  it  wculd  le 
desirable  to  allow  Guardians  and  public  vaccinators  to 
come  to  an  agreement  as  to  the  fees  which  should  be  paid  ? 
— They  might  try,  it  would  be  rather  interesting,  I  think, 
to  hear  them  discussing  it. 

1027.  It  has  been  suggested  to  us  that  there  should  1  e 
freedom  of  contract  between  the  doctors  and  the  Guai- 
dians  ? — I  should  not  mind  trying  it,  but  I  think  it  would 
save  a  good  deal  of  wrangling  if  you  could  decide  it  here, 
and  lay  down  a  hard-and-fast  rule.  It  would  lead  to  a 
very  unpleasant  state  of  affairs  in  the  country.  In  the 
country  it  is  different  to  a  town — in  a  town  if  you  do  not 
come  to  terms  with  one  doctor  you  can  go  to  another, 
but  in  the  country  you  are  bound  to  the  man  of  the 
district,  you  cannot  control  them,  and  you  just  have  to 
play  fair  as  well  as  you  can  in  the  district. 

1028.  It  has  been  suggested  to  the  Committee  that  the 
tenure  of  public  vaccinators  should  be  fixed,  that  is  to  say, 
they  should  not  be  dismissible  at  twenty-eight  days' 
notice  as  at  present,  but  that  they  should  hold  office  until 
they  resign,  or  as  long  as  they  behave.  What  is  your  view 
on  that  ? — I  thought  the  appointment  of  public  vaccina- 
tor was  held  with  that  of  medical  officer  of  the  district. 

1029.  They  ask  for  that,  do  you  think  it  is  desirable  ? — 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  in  country  places  if  you  were  to  dis- 
charge your  public  vaccinator  there  would  be  no  one  else 
to  do  the  work,  he  is  in  many  cases  the  only  person  you 
can  get  to  do  the  work. 

1030.  So  that  practically  in  the  Clutton  Union  at  any 
rate — ? — They  may  as  well  hold  office  as  public  vaccinator 
as  long  as  they  hold  office  as  medical  officer. 

1031.  (Chairman.)  Have  you  heard  from  any  of  them 
that  they  would  prefer  that  their  tenure  should  be  per- 
manent ? — No,  I  have  not  heard  the  question  mooted  at 
all,  I  did  not  happen  to  know  it  was  the  case. 

1032.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Supposing  a  low  minimum  fee  were 
fixed,  it  would  be  open  to  the  Guardians  and  the  public  vac- 
cinators to  agree  to  an  increased  fee  if  an  increase  was 
desirable  in  the  circumstances  of  the  district,  would  it  not  ? 
— I  beg  your  pardon,  will  you  kindly  repeat  the  question  ? 

1033.  If  a  low  minimum  fee  were  put  in  the  Order  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  it  would  be  open  to  the  Guar- 
dians and  the  public  vaccinator  to  agree  to  a  higher  fee  in 
special  circumstances.  Would  you  think  it  desirable  to 
enable  them  to  fix  special  fees  for  special  circumstances  ? 
Do  you  think  it  would  be  desirable  to  lower  the  minimum  ? 
■ — If  you  were  to  lower  the  minimum  the  Guardians  would 
all  try  to  enforce  it.  As  far  as  I  know  my  Guardians  the  only 
suggestion  I  can  make  with  regard  to  it  is  whether  you  could 
possibly  put  a  lower  mileage  than  we  have  here  for  the 
three  miles.  Our  minimum  fee  covers  anything  up  to  the 
three  miles,  but  there  is  an  immense  deal  of  worry  as  to 
distances.  The  public  vaccinator  sends  in  his  claim,  and 
some  Guardians  say  it  is  not  three  miles  to  a  certain  cottage 
or  it  is  not  two  miles,  or  whatever  it  may  be.  Another 
says,  "  I  think  it  is."  Then  follow  disputes  as  to  how  it 
was  measured,  and  so  on. 
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1034.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Supposing  acreage  were  sub- 
stituted for  mileage,  would  that  help  ? — No,  I  do  not  think 

1035.  The  acreage  of  each  medical  district  is  already  on 
record — that  you  know  ? — Yes. 

1036.  And  you  make  a  return  of  it  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  every  year.  Supposing  the  scale  was  regu- 
lated by  the  acreage  of  vaccination  districts — would  that 
help  ? — I  think  the  mileage  is  preferable  to  that. 


1037.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  I  gather  that  those  who  passed, 
this  resolution  asking  for  a  reduction  of  these  fees  are  quite- 
unaware  of  what  duties  are  performed  for  the  fees  ? — They 
are  not  very  well  up  in  the  matter. 

1038.  And  that  they  were  moved  more  by  sympathy  with 
the  Wigan  Board  without  respect  to  the  work  that  was 
being  done  for  the  money  paid  ? — I  think  they  thought 
doctors  earn  their  money  very  easily. 


Mr.  J.  T.  Beston,  called  ;  and  Examined. 


Mr.  Baton.        1039.  (Chairman.)  Mr.   Beston,  you  are,  I  believe,  a 
Member  of  the  Birmingham  Board  of  Guardians  ? — Yes,  sir. 

1040.  And  a  member  of  the  Central  Out  Relief  and  Dis- 
pensary Committee  of  that  body  ? — Yes,  sir. 

1041.  Are  you  Chairman  of  it  ? — Not  now  ;  I  was  Chair- 
man three  years  ago. 

1042.  Does  that  Committee  take  charge  of  vaccina- 
tion work  ? — Yes,  they  have  the  oversight  of  the  whole  of 
the  vaccination  work  for  the  Parish  of  Birmingham. 

1043.  I  think  you  have  prepared  some  figures  showing 
the  cost  of  vaccination  for  the  last  four  years  under  the 
old  Act,  and  the  first  four  years  under  the  new  Act  ? — 
That  is  so,  sir.    (See  Appendix,  No.  XI.) 

1044.  Are  those  for  the  years  ending  at  Lady  Day  ? — 
Yes. 

1045.  You  have  also  got  some  figures  showing  the  re- 
sults of  vaccination  for  the  last  three  years  under  the  old 
Act,  and  the  first  three  years  under  the  new  Act  ? — Yes, 
sir,  that  is  so.    (See  Appendix,  No.  XII.) 

1046.  What  conclusions  do  you  deduce  from  those 
figures  ? — The  conclusion  we  came  to  was  that  the  in- 
creased expenditure  did  not  show  improved  results. 

1047.  Why  not,  do  you  know  of  any  reason  ? — The 
reason  is  not  clear  perhaps  on  the  face  of  it.  I  inquired 
of  the  vaccination  officers  how  they  accounted  for  it,  and 
their  explanation  is  that  now  they  are  allowed  six  months, 
instead  of  three  as  under  the  old  Act,  many  more  are  able 
to  escape  ;  there  is  time  for  many  persons  to  get  to  other 
localities  where  they  cannot  be  traced. 

1048.  The  vaccination  officers  account  for  the  decrease 
shown  by  your  figures  by  the  fact  that  people  escape 
owing  to  the  time  ? — I  do  not  think  that  that  is  a  wholly 
sitisfactory  explanation,  but  that  is  the  explanation  they 
offer. 

1049.  Do  you  know  whether  the  Clerk  to  your  union 
has  sent  in  a  complete  Return  ? — I  am  not  altogether 
certain,  but  if  not  already  forwarded  it  is  being  prepared. 

1050.  And  these  figures  that  you  put  in  here,  Mr.  Beston, 
are  they  taken  from  the  Return  ? — Yes,  sir,  or  taken  from 
the  officials'  Returns.  We  could  not  make  them,  up  to  1902, 
because  the  vaccination  officers  have  not  been  able  to 
complete  the  official  Returns,  and  therefore  we  confine 
ourselves  to  the  three  years  of  the  new  Act,  1899, 1900  and 
1901. 

1051.  But  your  Return  shows  1896,  1897,  1898  and 
1899  ? — So  far  as  salaries  were  concerned  we  were  able  to 
do  that,  sir,  but  I  am  talking  of  vaccinations. 

1052.  You  have  got  here  "  Payments  for  the  last  four 
years  under  the  old  Act — Average  £372  15s.  Od.  "  ? — Yes. 

1053.  And  then  for  the  four  years  1900,  1901,  1902  and 
1903— average  £1,319  10s.  Od.  ?— That  is  so,  sir. 

1054.  Then  you  have  another  table  below.  "  The 
following  show  the  results  of  vaccination  for  the  last  three 
years  of  old  Act  and  the  first  three  years  of  the  new  Act." 
The  years  1896,  1897  and  1898.  And  then  1899,  1900 
and  1901.  You  stop  short  at  1902  ? — We  were  not  able  to 
make  up  1902. 

1055.  There  are  more  unvaccinated  now  according  to 
this  Return  than  there  were  before  ? — That  is  so,  sir. 


1056.  Can  you  give  us  any  reason  for  that  from  your 
own  experience  ? — I  can  only  repeat  what  the  vaccinations- 
officers  say,  that  more  are  likely  to  escape. 

1057.  But  as  Chairman  of  the  Committee  which  deals- 
with  this,  your  own  opinion  would  be  rather  useful  and 
valuable  to  the  Committee,  as  to  the  cause  of  the  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  unvaccinated  children  since  the 
Order  came  into  force  ? — I  think  there  is  force  in  the- 
explanation,  that  the  six  months  does  afford  some  oppor- 
tunity for  the  parents  to  escape  from  this  r  arish  into  other- 
parishes  and  to  its  not  being  possible  to  trace  them. 

1058.  Owing  to  dislike  of  having  their  children  vacci- 
nated ? — They  dislike  to  be  troubled  at  all  about  it. 

1059.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  May  I  draw  your  attention  to  the 
Return  which  has  been  sent  in  for  the  Parish  of  Birming- 
ham ?  According  to  the  figures  here  given,  the  numbers 
vaccinated  were— in  1896,  3,569  ;  in  1897,  3,574  ;  in  1898,. 
3,349  ;  in  1899,  2,895  ;  in  19C0,  3,323  ;  in  1901,  3,401 ;  in, 

1902,  3,768  ;  in  1903,  4,343  ;  so  that  the  total  number 
vaccinated  would  ssem  to  have  been  larger  in  the  last 
two  years  than  in  any  previous  year  ? — We  have  not 
been  able  to  get  the  complete  Returns  for  1902  from  the 
vaccination  officers. 

1080.  But  these  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  vaccina- 
tion officers,  these  are  vaccinations  actually  returned  as. 
having  been  performed  by  the  public  vaccinator  ? — Yesr 
I  understand,  sir,  and  the  possibility  is  that  some  children 
born  in  1900  were  not  vaccinated  until  1901.  I  think  that 
would  account  for  the  difference  in  my  figures,  and  those- 
on  the  Return. 

1061.  But  your  statement  is  that  less  vaccinations  are 
performed  than  before.  Now  the  total  for  the  four  years, 
from  1896  to  1899  is  13,279,  and  the  total  for  the  four 
years  1900-1903  is  14,835  ?— The  four  years  to  the  end  of 

1903,  do  I  understand  ? 

1082.  For  the  years  1900-1903,  that  is  the  total  for  th& 
years  ending  March j  1903  ? — Yes,  the  figures  I  have  relate 
only  to  Christmas,  I  think.  But  there  is  evidently  some- 
thing wrong,  because  for  your  four  years  you  specify  a 
smaller  number  than  I  admit  for  the  three  years.  Of  the 
24,769  children  born  in  1899-1901,  16,750  were  vaccinated. 

1033.  You  are  reading  from  the  vaccination  officers'' 
Return — I  am  reading  from  your  Return  supplied  by  the 
Clerk  of  the  parish  of  Birmingham  in  reply  to  a  letter 
the  Local  Government  Board  recently  sent  to  them, 
and  that  shows  the  number  of  vaccinations  done  by 
public  vaccinators  ? — I  can  understand  that,  sir,  the 
number  of  vaccinations  done  by  private  medical  men 
have  diminished.  Many  people  did  not  care  to  carry 
their  children  to  the  station  under  the  old  system,  but 
now  that  the  surgeon  comes  in  a  brougham  and  calls  at. 
their  house  they  have  not  the  same  objection. 

1064.  But  you  say  they  take  advantage  of  the  six: 
months  to  run  away  ? — Yes,  a  number  of  them  do,  but 
not  the  better  class  ones.  It  is  the  artisans  who  would, 
not  like  to  carry  their  children  to  the  station,  but  whc 
do  not  object  to  the  brougham. 

1065.  Nevertheless,  it  is  true  that  more  public  vaccina- 
tions have  been  performed  since  the  passing  of  the  Act 
of  1898  than  were  done  in  the  four  years  before  ? — So. 
far  as  the  work  of  the  public  vaccinators  is  concerned,, 
that  is  so. 
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1066.  (Chairman.)  What  do  you  suggest  the  fees 
should  be  fixed  at  ? — Our  people  thought  that  a  maxi- 
mum of  about  £600,  with  the  allowance  received  from 
the  Local  Government  Board,  ought  to  be  a  sufficient  sum 
to  compensate  the  vaccinating  surgeon. 

1067.  You  would  reduce  the  fees — you  think  they  are 
-excessive  ? — Yes. 

1068.  On  what  grounds  do  you  come  to  that  conclusion  ? 
— We  come  to  that  conclusion  from  the  fact  that  the 
remuneration  does  not  seem  to  be  in  comparison  with 
that  of  other  public  medical  officers  ;  for  example,  the 
medical  officer  of  health  for  the  whole  city  of  Birmingham 
receives  £1,000  a  year,  and  seeing  that  the  vaccinating 
surgeon  acts  only  for  one -half  of  the  city,  so  far  as  popu- 
lation is  concerned,  and  for  less  than  one-fourth  of  the 
area,  it  does  not  seem  right  that  he  should  be  entitled 
to  25  or  30  per  cent,  more  than  the  medical  officer  for  the 
•whole  city. 

1089.  You  are  in  favour  of  a  lump  sum  ? — Yes,  or  of 
?such  a  fee  as  would  give  a  reasonably  satisfactory  salary 
to  a  competent  surgeon. 

1070.  You  do  not  mind  what  process  is  adopted  so 
^long  as  the  fee  is  reduced  ? — Not  at  all. 

1071.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Can  you  tell  me  what  is  the  total 
amount  of  fees  which  Dr.  Robinson  has  received  during 
the  last  eight  years  ? — I  think  it  is  on  the  Return — if 
•we  ^dd  the  figures  together  

1072.  The  figures  are — For  the  four  years  prior  to  the 
Act,  £1,515  13s.  8d.  ;  for  the  four  years  since  the  Act, 
£5,178  16s.  ?— Yes,  sir,  that  is  it. 

1073.  What  would  be  the  average  fee  paid  to  Dr. 
Robinson  for  the  last  eight  years — would  it  not  be  some- 
thing like  £830  a  year  ? — Yes,  about  £825  a  year — plus 
.any  allowance  he  may  receive  from  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  direct. 

1074.  In  the  last  two  years  fees  have  been  very  largely 
increased  owing  to  the  prevalence  of  smallpox  in  the 
•country  ? — Yes,  there  have  been  a  large  number  of  re- 
vaccinations  on  that  account. 

1075.  And  they  are  abnormal,  are  they  not  ? — They 
are. 

1076.  And  therefore  it  is  not  fair,  in  reckoning  the 
average  remuneration  of  the  public  vaccinator,  to  include 
those  years  ? — No,  but  do  not  they  re-appear  in  cycles, 
■sir  ;  I  think  in  1895  there  was  a  similar  scare,  and  I  think 
on  that  occasion  the  minimum  fee  was  half-a-crown. 

1077.  But  it  was  not  anything  like  the  scare  (as  you 
•call  it)  that  we  have  had  now,  was  it  ? — I  think  it  was 
quite  equal  to  it,  but  the  fee  

1078.  Never  mind  the  fee — was  the  scare — or  the  fear — ■ 
of  smallpox  so  great  in  Birmingham  in  1895  as  it  was  in 
1902  and  1903  ?— I  think  so,  sir,  because  the  £1,100 
-which  Dr.  Robinson  then  received  would  represent  a 
much  larger  number  of  re-vaccinations  than  

1079.  Did  he  receive  £1,100  in  1895  ?— I  am  speaking 
from  memory — perhaps  you  have  the  figures. 

1080.  No,  I  have  not  ? — The  fees  came  to  about  £1,100 
that  year,  if  that  was  the  year  of  the  fear.  It  seems  to 
•come  every  eight  years  or  so. 

1081.  I  should  put  it  at  a  great  deal  longer  than  that — 
if  you  refer  to  recurring  fears,  the'  recurrences  are  surely  a 
great  deal  wider  apart  than  either  six  or  sixteen  years  ? — 
I  am  not  sure — I  do  not  speak  from  absolute  knowledge 
on  the  subject. 

1082.  If  you  deduct  the  large  amount  paid  for  re- 
vaccinations  in  the  last  two  years,  it  would  seem  that  the 
fees  paid  to  Dr.  Robinson  in  the  last  eight  years  would 
average  not  much  over  £600  a  year,  apart  from  the  fees 
he  received  from  the  Local  Government  Board,  is  not  that 
so  ? — Yes,  it  would  be  about  £725  a  year. 

1083.  That  is  adding  the  whole  lot,  but  taking  the 
£1,100  as  the  normal,  that  would  reduce  it  by  something 
like  £100  a  year  ? — I  am  taking  £1,100  for  the  four  years 
and  £1,491  for  the  previous  years,  and  I  make  that  about 
£725. 

1084.  That  would  make  it  £725  ?— Yes,  sir. 

1085.  With  regard  to  more  recent  charges,  do  you 
consider  that  the  public  vaccinator  has  had  a  very  much 
greater  amount  of  work  to  do  than  he  had  in  the  previous 
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period  ? — I  cannot  say  how  much  extra  work  there  would  ^ 
be  in  going  to  the  houses  of  the  children  as  compared  with 
receiving  them  at  the  vaccination  station. 

1086.  But  supposing  we  had  ten  children  here  in  this 
room — he  could  do  the  whole  lot  in  an  hour  ? — That  is  so, 
sir. 

1087.  But  supposing  you  had  to  visit  those  ten  children 
in  different  parts  of  Birmingham..  Would  it  not  take  a 
much  greater  time  to  go  to  those  places  ? — Yes,  tut 
Birmingham  is  so  thick  on  the  ground  that  frequently  in 
the  same  street  he  would  probably  find  three  or  four 
children  to  be  vaccinated.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  I  have 
known  that  to  be  the  case — that  in  one  morning  the  public 
vaccinator  has  seen  three  or  four  children  in  the  same 
street. 

1088.  Supposing  he  had  to  walk  100  yards  for  each  child 
only,  would  not  that  take  him  three  times  as  long  to 
vaccinate  ten  children  as  it  would  if  they  were  brought 
into  one  room  ? — .Naturally  it  would,  sir. 

1089.  And  he  is  paid  three  times  as  much  as  he  was 
before  ? — Rather  more  than  three  times,  sir. 

1090.  The  total  is  1,260  vaccinations  and  648  re- 
vaccinations — that  is  in  the  first  period.  In  the  second 
period  there  were  13,974  primary  vaccinations  and  4,145 
re-vaccinations  ? — An  average  of  14,000,  that  is  about 
3,500  a  year.  It  would  mean  about  70  a  week,  I  think, 
sir,  and  that  would  be  about  12  a  day. 

1091.  Very  nearly  half  as  much  again,  is  it  not  ? — Do 
you  mean  the  time  it  would  take,  sir  ? 

1092.  I  mean  the  number  of  vaccinations  and  rc- 
vaccinations  ? — I  thought  you  were  leaving  out  the  re- 
vaccinations. 

1093.  No,  I  was  including  the  cost  of  vaccinations  and 
re-vaccinations.  In  1900,  which  I  assume  to  be  normal, 
the  cost  was  £1,109  ?— Yes. 

1094.  The  cost  of  vaccination  and  re-vaccination  in 
1903,  which  I  regard  as  abnormal  on  account  of  the  fear  of 
smallpox,  was  £1,590  1 — Yes. 

1095.  My  suggestion  is  that  the  public  vaccinator  has 
more  than  three  times  as  much  work  to  do  under  the  new 
systam  as  he  had  under  the  old  ? — I  do  not  think  so,  sir. 

1096.  You  do  not  agree  with  that  ? — No,  as  far  as  the 
re-va3cinations  are  concerned  these  have  all  been  done 
either  at  the  borough  offices  or  at  his  private  rooms  at  the 
Upper  Priory.  There  was  no  visitation  for  re-vaccination. 
Taking  3,500  as  the  average  number  of  vaccinations  for 
each  year,  and  taking  5D  working  wveks,  that  gives  yen 
70  p3r  week,  say  12  per  day  and  10  for  Saturday.  Twelve 
visiti  daily  is  not  a  very  arduous  task  for  the  vaccinating 
surgeon. 

1097.  My  suggestion  to  you  is  that  for  whatever  numbar 
of  vaccinations  he  performs  he  has  to  do  more  than  three 
times  the  work  that  he  did  under  the  old  system.  You 
differ  ?— Yes,  sir,  for  this  reason.  -  Suppose  that  he  has 
eithar  a  cab  or  a  brougham  or  any  other  means  of  transit, 
he  moves  from  place  to  place  pretty  quickly,  and  the 
chances  are  that  he  would  do  them  all  within  a  brief 
period  for  the  twelve — the  whole  of  them  would  take  him 
perhaps  three  hours. 

1098.  That  would  be  three  times  as  long — you  would 
say  he  could  do  twelve  in  an  hour  if  they  were  in  a  room  all 
together  ? — Yes. 

1099.  Do  you  know  what  the  public  vaccinator  has  to 
do  under  the  present  regulations  ? — I  understand  that  he 
has  to  vaccinate  and  see  that  the  vaccination  is  satisfactory 
and  certify  that  that  is  so,  and  if  any  sickness  arises  from 
the  vaccination  he  is  assumed  to  care  for  that. 

1100.  Do  you  know  that  he  gets  no  fee  if  the  vaccination 
is  not  successful  ? — That  is  so. 

1101.  Even  if  he  has  performed  the  operation  three 
times  ? — If  they  are  insusceptible,  that  is  to  say.  Yes, 
but  they  are  such  an  infinitesimal  quantity  that  they  can 
hardly  be  regarded. 

1102.  Do  you  know  that  frequently  cases  do  not  take 
on  the  first  occasion  ? — I  have  no  knowledge  of  that. 

1103.  Do  you  know  that  he  gets  nothing  for  any  vac- 
cination that  he  is  not  able  to  inspect  ? — That  is  so,  sir. 

1104.  Do  you  know  that  the  public  vaccinator  has  to 
call  and  offer  vaccination  ? — I  do  not  know  that  that 
means  a  personal  call. 
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Mr.  Boston.  1105.  He  has  to  make  a  personal  call.  Do  you  know,  as 
a  fact,  whether  everyone  submits  the  child  to  the  operation 
when  the  public  vaccinator  calls  ? — I  do  not  think  they  do, 

1106.  Do  you  know,  as  a  matter  of  experience,  that 
many  parents,  for  one  reason  or  another,  refuse  to  have 
the  child  vaccinated  when  the  public  vaccinator  calls  ? — 
When  he  originally  calls,  I  presume  you  mean — yes. 

1107.  Do  you  know  that  the  public  vaccinator  often 
postpones  the  vaccination  by  certificates  ? — On  account 
of  the  health  of  the  child — that  is  so,  sir. 

1108.  He  gets  nothing  for  that  call,  does  he  ? — No,  I 
apprehend  not. 

1109.  Do  you  know  that  it  is  his  duty  to  call  again 
when  the  certificate  of  postponement  expires  ? — Yes. 

1110.  Do  you  know  that  he  gets  nothing  unless  he 
vaccinates  the  child  ? — I  know  that  he  is  paid  exclu- 
sively for  successful  vaccinations. 

1111.  He  very  often  has  to  make  three  and  four  visits 
before  he  gets  the  vaccination  completed  ? — Yes,  but  I 
think  that  under  the  existing  Order  the  vaccinating  sur- 
geon gets  Is.  for  each  child  registered  whether  it  is  vac- 
cinated or  not,  and  that  rather  modifies  my  answer  that 
he  gets  nothing  for  making  the  call. 

1112.  He  gets  that  for  the  birth — not  for  the  call. 
That  shilling  is  intended  to  cover  the  clerical  work 
that  he  has  to  do  ;  in  addition  to  his  medical  work,  as  you 
know,  he  has  to  do  a  certain  amount  of  clerical  work,  and 
for  that  this  small  fee  is  considered  an  adequate  remunera- 
tion. The  point  now  is  the  increase  in  the  public  vac- 
cinator's work  caused  by  the  Act  of  1898.  You  are  aware, 
perhaps,  that  he  has  to  take  increased  precautions  in 
vaccination  now  ? — Do  you  mean  as  regards  the  condition 
of  the  household  and  surroundings  ? 

1113.  I  mean  as  regards  the  actual  performance  of  the 
operation.  Do  you  know  what  the  public  vaccinator 
does  when  he  goes  to  vaccinate  ? — I  have  no  personal 
knowledge. 

1114.  Do  you  know  that  he  is  required  to  wash  the 
arm  of  the  c'lild  and  to  dry  it  with  antiseptic  fluid  ? — 
That  is  under  existing  conditions,  I  apprehend. 

1115.  He  has  to  treat  the  child  antiseptically  and  also 
to  wash  it  and  use  some  means  of  protecting  the  arm  after 
the  operation  is  over,  all  of  which  takes  time,  I  suggest  ? — 
Yes,  but  may  I  put  against  that — I  was  in  the  surgery  of 
a  surgeon  of  some  ability  in  Birmingham  the  other  day, 
and  in  his  surgery  I  saw  a  card  hanging  up  which  said, 
"  Vaccinations  are  performed  here  at  Is.  each,"  and  when  1 
compared  that  with  the  5s.  we  were  paying  our  public  vac- 
cinator, it  occurred  to  me  that  5s.  may  be  an  excessive  fee. 

1116.  I  am  glad  you  have  told  us  that,  Mr.  Beston. 
Perhaps  you  can  tell  us  in  what  way  this  particular 
surgeon  performed  vaccinations  ? — No,  I  cannot  tell  you 
that. 

1117.  Would  you  consider  that  he  was  a  surgeon  who 
might  be  employed  by  the  Guardians  ? — Yes,  he  has  a 
practice  in  a  local  surgery  and  also  a  private  practice  in 
one  of  the  suburbs,  a  very  respectable  suburb — Hands- 
worth,  close  to  Birmingham.  This  was  in  the  Parish  of 
Birmingham. 

1118.  {Chairman.)  That  rather  strengthened  your 
opinion  that  the  sum  paid  was  excessive  ? — Yes. 

1119.  But  you  are  not  aware  of  the  way  in  which  he 
did  it  ?— No. 

1120.  {Mr.  Lithiby.)  The  public  vaccinator  is  bound 
to  vaccinate  in  a  certain  way,  whilst  the  private  vac- 
cinator is  not  ? — But  is  he  not  bound  to  certify  ? 

1121.  Yes,  but  not  to  vaccinate  in  the  same  way. 
Can  you  tell  the  Committee  what  is  paid  in  Birmingham 
by  working  class  men  for  medical  attendance  ? — In 
Birmingham  there  are  many  medical  clubs  for  which  the 
payment  is  4s.  4d.  a  year  ;  the  collector  gets  25  per  cent., 
so  practically  3s.  3d.  per  annum  covers  the  cost  of  medical 
attendance. 

1122.  What  does  that  cover  ? — That  covers  sickness 
and  accident. 

1123.  Supposing  a  man  is  not  in  a  club,  can  you  tell  us 
what  he  would  pay  for  attendance  of  his  doctor  ? — I 
think  for  medical  attendance  the  price  varies  from  2s.  6d. 
to  3s.  6d.  a  week  for  what  they  call  a  "  weekly  note." 
So  ne  surgeons  do  work  at  a  very  low  fee,  indeed. 


1124.  That  is  in  the  case  of  the  ordinary  artisan  ? — Yes. 

1125.  {Chairman.)  They  do  not  charge  by  the  visit  ? 
— No,  they  mostly  give  a  weekly  note.  I  should 
like  to  say  that  in  a  district  like  St.  George's  I  know  one 
surgeon  who  would  probably  visit  them  and  give  them 
medicine  for  once  for  Is.,  but  if  he  sees  that  they  are- 
likely  to  want  more  visits,  and  the  illness  is  likely  to  con- 
tinue, he  says,  "  You  had  better  have  a  weekly  ticket," 
that  is  2s.  6d.  or  3s.  6d.,  as  the  case  may  be. 

1126.  That  would  ensure  other  visits  from  him  ? — Yes, 
taking  charge  of  that  case  until  the  end  of  the  week. 

1 127.  You  suggest  that  in  certain  cases  there  should  be 
a  reasonable  allowance  for  a  carriage  or  other  travelling 
expenses  ?  That  is  to  enable  them  to  do  more  cases  in  an 
afternoon  or  morning  ? — Yes,  sir. 

1128.  You  have  some  suggestion  to  make  with  regard  to 
the  appointment  of  an  addit  oml  out-relief  medical 
officer  and  the  division  of  the  va:cination  work  among  the 
medical  officers  ? — We  thought  that  while  we  were  dis- 
cussing this  question  you  might  take  into  consideration  the 
fact  that  Dr.  Robinson  is  getting  old,  and  if  there  should  be 
required  a  new  vaccinating  surgeon  at  any  time  we  should 
like  the  Order  so  drawn  as  to  give  us  a  little  elasticity  in 
putting  matters  before  you.  At  present  we  have  two  out- 
relief  officers  and  three  districts.  It  occurred  to  us  that  if 
we  could  have  three  out-relief  medical  officers  and  they 
could  each  of  them  take  a  district  which  corresponded  with 
the  vaccination  district,  it  would  be  very  much  to  the 
advantage  of  everyone.  One  vaccination  officer  could 
work  in  conjunction  with  each  vaccinating  surgeon,  and  it 
might  possibly  lead  to  somewhat  better  results. 

1129.  I  do  not  think  we  can  follow  that  matter  any 
further,  as  it  does  not  come  within  our  reference  ? — No,  it 
does  not. 

1130.  What  have  you  to  say  with  reference  to  the  fees  of 
vaccination  officers  ? — We  think  that  a  fee  which  would 
bring  the  average  up  to  about  £600  would,  in  our 
judgment,  be  sufficient. 

1131.  My  question  was — whether  you  have  anything  to- 
say  with  reference  to  the  fass  of  vaccination  officers  ? — We 
think  the  fee  at  present  is  ample,  but  we  should  be  willing 
to  give  an  additional  fee  after  a  certain  percentage  was- 
obtained.  If  you  could  get  90  per  cent,  instead  of  80  it 
would  be  more  satisfactory,  and  if  by  extra  vigilance  they 
could  increase  the  percentage  of  children  vaccinated  we 
should  be  willing  to  give  something  extra. 

1132.  You  think  that  your  guardians  would  be  willing, 
to  give  more  if  they  could  return  more  vaccinated  ? — Yes* 
I  think  if  we  paid  the  present  fees  up  to  75  per  cent,  that 
they  should  receive  a  fee — perhaps  a  double  fee,  for  any 
higher  percentage  that  they  could  get  above  that  number  ; 
it  might  be  encouragement  to  them  to  trace  children, 
where  now  they  think  "  It  is  only  a  shilling  if  I  take  all  the 
trouble  about  it."  If  it  were  two  shilhngs  it  would  make 
it  worth  their  while. 

1133.  {Mr.  Lithiby.)  Your  Birmingham  guardians- 
would  have  no  objection  to  an  increased  payment  of  that, 
sort  to  vaccination  officers  ? — No. 

1134.  {Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  You  admit  that  the  vaccination, 
officers  have  to  work  harder  now  than  under  the  old  Order  ? 
— I  do  not  think  so. 

1135.  I  thought  you  said  they  had  greater  trouble  seek- 
ing out  that  shifting  population  that  move  away  in  the  six 
months  ? — That  has  always  been  a  difficulty. 

1136.  But  is  it  not  increased  in  certain  parts  of  Birming- 
ham ? — They  cannot  find  as  many  as  previously,  owing  to- 
the  six  months. 

1137.  But  the  vaccination  officer  has  to  do  more  finding 
than  he  used  to  do,  therefore  he  has  more  work.  Would 
you  not  think  that  if  he  had  to  work  harder  he  ought  to 
have  more  pay  ? — Quite  so. 

1138.  The  guardians  have  not  given  any  more  pay  to 
their  vaccination  officers  ? — I  think  you  will  find,  sir,  that 
the  payment  has  very  considerably  increased  ;  during  the 
past  three  years  even  the  amount  of  remuneration  has- 
considerably  increased.  It  has  increased  in  the  case  of 
Mr.  Blanche  from  £130  in  1901  to  £152  in  1903  ;  and  in. 
the  case  of  Mr.  Knight,  from  £119  in  1901  to  £134  in  1903. 

1139.  How  much  do  you  estimate  they  would  get  from 
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this  2s.  fee  ? — Of  course  it  would  depend  on  the  extra 
number  they  could  get  vaccinated. 

1140.  Supposing  they  got  5  per  cent,  more  than  they 
are  getting  now,  would  that  make  any  obvious  increase  in 
their  pa}anents  ? — In  1901  there  remained  unvaccinated 
1,120.  If  they  could  obtain  another  fourth  of  them,  230, 
and  they  got  2s.  for  each  of  them,  that  would  be  £28 — a 
very  satisfactory  increase,  indeed. 

1141.  The  Committee  of  which  you  are  a  member  re- 
commend— at  least  they  point  out — "  that  if  the  higher 
fees  were  fixed  on  the  assumption  that  the  effect  would  be 
to  increase  the  number  vaccinated  and  thus  improve  the 
efficiency  of  the  vaccination  system,  the  new  system  has 
had  a  directly  contrary  effect,  and,  with  very  greatly  in- 
creased cost,  there  are  distinctly  worse  results."  But  are 
you  aware  that  the  Returns  show  that  there  ha?  been  a 
considerable  increase  throughout  the  whoie  of  Enilani 
and  Wales  ? — That  may  apply  to  the  whole  of  the  King- 
dom— I  am  not  dealing  with  the  whole  of  the  Kingdom. 

1142.  How  is  it  that  Birmingham  diff  srs  so  widely  from 
the  rest  of  the  country — can  you  aceount  for  that  ? — No,  I 
cannot  account  for  that. 

1143.  But  there  must  be  something  to  account  for  it — 
the  whole  of  Warwickshire  has  increased  with  the  excep- 
tion of  Birmingham  ? — I  think  there  should  be  no  reason — 
I  cannot,  of  course,  speak  as  to  the  way  in  which  the  officers 
pursue  their  work. 

1144.  Is  there  any  cause  at  work  to  hamper  the  vaccina- 
tion officers  in  their  work  ? — I  do  not  know  of  any. 

1145.  There  has  been  no  friction  between  the  officers 
and  the  Committee  ? — There  was  one  member  of  our 
Committee  who  was  a  member  of  the  Anti-Vaccination 
Society  and  perhaps  there  was  a  little  difficulty  as  between 
the  officers  and  himself,  but  he  has  been  away  from  the 
Board  some  nine  or  ten  months. 

1146.  But  in  the  period  which  we  have  under  considera- 
tion his  action  would  have  an  effect  upon  the  vaccination 
officers  ? — It  might  induce  some  people  to  resist  or  move 
away. 

1147.  I  think  there  was  one  gentleman  who  advertised 
that  people  who  did  not  wish  their  children  vaccinated 
would  receive  assistance  ? — There  were  two  of  them — one 
has  been  away  from  the  Board  a  little  longer  than  the 
other. 

1148.  They  belonged  to  the  Vaccination  Committee  ?— 
Yes. 

1149.  And  the  effect  of  their  action  upon  vaccination 
would  be  to  hinder  people  from  bringing  their  children  for 
vaccination  ? — It  might  be  so. 

1150.  It  would  help  them  to  oppose  ? — Yes. 

1151.  And  therefore  the  action  of  those  members  of  the 
Committee  interfered  with  the  officers'  work — they  could 
not  get  such  good  results  because  the  Committee  were 
hampering  their  work  ? — I  do  not  think  so. 

1 152.  But  if  they  appeared  for  them  in  the  Police  Courts 
and  if  they  advertised  that  they  would  receive  assistance  ? 
— I  think  the  majority  of  the  Committee  have  always 
stood  by  the  vaccination  officers,  except  that  some  of  us 
think  that  in  the  case  of  defaulters  we  should  like  to  ex- 
haust all  the  powers  of  persuasion  before  we  come  to  the 
powers  of  compulsion. 

1153.  But  I  suggest  to  you  that  this  position  of  Birming- 
ham might  have  I  won  alTected  by  the  action  of  the  members 
of  the  Committee  ? — It  might  to  some  little  extent,  sir, 
but  I  do  not  think  it  can  be  large,  sir.  The  number  of 
conscientious  objectors  was  so  infinitesimal  that  it  could 
hardly  be  regarded — there  were  thirty-one  conscientious 
objectors  out  of  8,000  births. 

1154.  But  is  it  not  part  of  the  policy  of  anti-vaccina- 
tionists  not  to  take  out  certificates  of  exemption  ? — I  do 
not  know,  sir,  I  do  not  know  any  thing  of  (he  ir  workings  and 
operations. 

1155.  You  have  referred  to  the  Government  payment 
direct  to  the  public  vaccinator — may  I  ask  what  you  refer 
to  ? — I  am  given  to  understand  that  there  are  certain 
payments  made  to  Dr.  Robinson  for  some  certificates, 
the  nature  of  which  I  am  not  acquainted  with. 


1156.  These  are  not  necessarily  payable  to  him  ? — No,  jjr_  £est0^ 
payable  under  certain  conditions,  perhaps  for  certain 
results. 

11.57.  Therefore  being  casual  payments  you  cannot  re- 
gard them  as  part  of  his  annual  salary  ? — Except  that  if 
in  eight  years  he  had  received  £800  we  should  be  justified 
in  saying  that  he  received  on  an  average  £100  a  year. 

1158.  No,  he  might  not  have  done  the  same  work  ? — 
But  he  would  not  get  less  expert,  or  adopt  less  satisfactory 
methods  as  he  got  older. 

1159.  The  birth  rate  in  Birmingham  is  decreasing,  is  it 
not  ? — Yes,  but  the  average  for  the  three  year?  ccmes 
out  nearly  precisely  the  same.  I  think  the  population  of 
the  parish  is  decreasing. 

11G0.  The  conditions  of  Birmingham  are  very  much 
altering,  are  they  not  ?  People  are  drifting  out.  therefore 
the  working  artisan  population  is  going  out  of  Central 
Birmingham  ? — Yes,  Central  Birmingham  is  becoming 
largely  a  district  of  warehouses  and  shops. 

1161.  Therefore  the  public  vaccinator's  remuneration 
must  tend  to  decrease  if  he  is  paid  by  fees  ? — I  do  not 
think  so,  necessarily,  because  

1162.  But  if  there  is  a  drop  of  401  births  in  a  year  that 
certainly  has  an  appreciable  effect  upon  the  number  of 
children  to  be  vaccinated  ? — Yes,  but  the  average  for  the 
three  years  ending  1901  comes  out  to  within  thirty  of  the 
three  previous  years. 

1163.  You  mentioned  a  medical  man  who  vaccinates  for 
the  sum  of  Is.  ? — Yes,  sir. 

1164.  Do  you  know  how  many  marks  he  places  upon  the 
arm  ? — I  have  no  knowledge. 

1165.  You  know  that  there  are  a  number  of  men  who 
make  one  mark  and  charge  Is.,  but  who  do  not  wash  the 
arm  or  apply  antiseptic  dressings — who  do  not  do  any- 
thing but  vaccinate  ? — Yes. 

1166.  Is  that  comparable  with  public  vaccination,  which 
is  carried  out  with  all  these  antiseptic  precautions  and 
these  preventive  measures  against  accidents  ? — I  do  not 
know  whether  they  put  one  or  two  marks. 

1167.  A  man  who  is  always  vaccinating  becomes  much 
more  expert  than  a  man  who  only  gets  an  opportunity  of 
vaccinating  now  and  then  ? — And  therefore  he  can  vac- 
cinate more  in  a  given  time  than  the  gentleman  who  is  not 
expert,  I  apprehend. 

1168.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  You  refer  in  your  precis  to  the 
fact  that  this  new  system  has  not  improved  the  efficiency 
of  vaccination  ? — When  we  mention  "  efficient  "  we  mean 
we  have  not  increased  the  percentage  of  vaccination,  and 
therefore  the  protection  of  the  whole  community  has  not 
increased. 

1169.  I  find  that  in  1896,  686  remained  unvaccinated, 
in  1897,  834;  and  in  1898,  1290.  Has  the  Committee 
of  which  you  are  a  member  dealt  with  that  extraordinary 
residue  of  unvaccinated  children  ? — We  have  endeavoured 
to  ascertain  from  the  officers  the  reasons,  but  beyond  the 
explanation  I  have  already  offered  I  do  not  think  they 
have  given  us  any. 

1170.  Taking  the  year  1899,  in  which  there  were  5.638 
vaccinations  and  1,521  returned  as  unvaccinated,  that 
would  imply  some  weakness  somewhere,  would  it  not  ?' 
It  appears  to  me  that  there  would  be  some  lack  of  vigilance 
— I  cannot  understand  more  than  12  per  cent,  of  the- 
children  getting  away  without  being  traceable  ? — Yes. 

1171.  These  figures  would  come  before  your  Committee 
definitely.  Were  any  steps  taken  to  press  either  the  public 
vaccinator  or  the  vaccination  officer  to  come  up  to  the 
mark  ? — We  have  generally  called  the  vaccination  officers 
in  and  asked  them  if  they  had  any  explanations  to  offer. 

1172.  The  Committee  have  been  anxious  to  promote  the 
vaccination  of  the  district — have  they  rested  satisfied  with 
this  large  residuum  ? — The  Committee  have  always  been 
anxious  that  vaccination  should  be  universal  so  far  as  they 
could  possibly  make  it. 

117;.  [Chairman.)    What  is  the  minority  !— The  mi  c- 
rity  is  gon  3. 
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1174.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  You  are  all  very  much  in  favour 
of  vaccination,  and  anxious  to  promote  it  ? — We  think  so 
long  as  it  is  the  law  of  the  land — and  it  appears  to  the 
majority  of  us  that  it  is  a  protection  against  contagion. 
Some  of  us  would  not  like  those  persons  who  have  con- 
scientious objections  to  be  forced  into  vaccinating  their 


children,  because  they  are  generally  persons  who  would 
take  every  precaution,  from  a  sanitary  point  of  view,  to 
protect  their  children  from  disease. 

1175.  (Chairman.)  But  I  suppose  the}'  have  under- 
taken the  responsibility,  and  it  devolves  upon  them  to 
carry  it  out  regardless  of  their  private  feelings  V— Precisely. 


Dr.  Henry  Langlby  Browne,  called  ;  and  Examined. 


Dr.  Langley       1176.  (Chairman.)    Dr.  Browne,  you  are  Public  Vac- 
Browne.     cinator  in  the  West  Bromwich  Union  ? — Yes. 

1177.  When  were  you  appointed  ?— In  1877. 

1178.  Up  to  1898,  you  said  you  had  little  work  to  do  ? — 
Very  little. 

1179.  What  were  the  reasons  for  that  ? — Vaccination 
was  allowed  to  practically  lapse  in  the  district.  There 
was  not  a  single  prosecution  for  default  in  the  whole  of  the 
Union  during  all  that  time,  for  the  whole  of  the  twenty- 
one  years. 

1180.  What  were  the  reasons  for  that  ? — The  Guardians 
do  not  believe  in  prosecution,  they  won't  enforce  it.  They 
were  the  authority  that  had  to  enforce  the  Vaccination 
Act,  and  they  never  would. 

1181.  What  fees  did  you  receive  during  that  period  ? — 
Is.  6d.  for  primary  vaccinations  and  Is.  for  re-vaccinations, 
and  I  had  to  find  my  own  lymph  for  that,  there  was  nothing 
extra. 

1182.  When  the  Act  of  1898  came  into  force  were  there 
heavy  arrears  to  make  up  ? — Very  heavy.  The  late 
vaccination  officer  reckoned  it  at  about  5,000,  but  I  think 
there  was  considerably  more.  I  think  they  had  lost 
count  of  the  arrears. 

1183.  It  is  a  large  union,  is  it  not  ? — 173,000  people. 

1184.  Are  these  arrears  being  wiped  off  ? — Some  of 
them,  but  not  anything  like  all.  There  are  any  number 
of  adults  unvaccinated. 

1185.  Those  who  ought  to  have  been  vaccinated 
previous  to  1898  ? — The  new  Act  does  not  touch  anyone 
born  previous  to  1898,  so  that  it  has  wiped  off  only  a  very 
small  amount  of  old  arrears. 

1186.  Have  they  come  forward  at  all  for  re-vaccination 
since  this  Act? — I  noticed  eighty  re -vaccinations  last 
year  in  my  district,  but  not  to  any  large  extent. 

1187.  How  does  the  number  of  vaccinations  under  the 
new  Order  compare  with  the  number  under  the  old  Order  ? 

 There  is  a  large  increase.    In  the  most  thickly-populated 

part  of  our  district,  Oldbury,  there  were  seventy-eight 
vaccinations  in  the  last  four  years  under  the  old  Act ;  and 
in  the  years  1900,  1901,  1902,  and  the  half  year  ending 
last  September,  there  have  been  1,959. 

1188.  Does  that  include  re-vaccination  ? — That  in- 
cludes re-vaccination,  yes. 

1189.  What  fees  do  you  receive  at  present  ? — 5s.,  that 
is  the  minimum  fee,  and  Is.  for  the  names  that  are  sent  to 
us  on  Form  H.  The  Is.  is  for  the  journey  to  call  upon 
each  child  when  it  is  four  months  old,  that  is  6s.  for  each 
vaccination. 

1190.  How  much  does  that  work  out  at  per  journey  ? — 
Is.  lOd. 

1191.  How  many  journeys  would  there  be  to  a  case  ? — 
There  must  be  two  always,  one  for  the  vaccination  and 
one  for  the  inspection,  that  brings  it  down  to  2s.  6d. 

1192.  Your  calculation  is  Is.  lOd.  for  each  journey  ? — ■ 
For  each  journey,  that  is  in  my  district. 

1193.  Does  that  include  everything  ? — That  covers 
everything — the  vaccination,  the  provision  of  antiseptic 
dressings,  the  inspection  and  medical  attendance  if  the 
child  requires  it  afterwards. 

1 194.  Have  you  any  Tables  you  would  like  to  put  in  ? — I 
think  this  Table  is  very  interesting.  (See  Appendix, 
No.  XIII.)     It  has  been  taken  out    by    the  new 


vaccination  officer  for  the  Guardians  themselves. 
It  shows  that  the  same  results  apply  throughout 
the  union  as  in  my  district,  so  I  think  it  is  fairly 
typical.  What  I  wanted  to  say  is  that  the  line 
the  Guardians  take  is  that  they  are  paying  excessive 
fees.  If  they  could  help  it  they  would  not  pay  for  vaccina- 
tion at  all,  and  I  maintain  that  the  fee,  with  all  we  do  for 
it  working  out  at  Is.  lOd.  a  journey,  is  not  excessive.  I 
don't  think  anyone  knows  what  one  has  to  do.  The  pro- 
cedure is  this  : — We  receive  the  names  every  week  from 
the  vaccination  officer.  On  the  receipt  of  Form  H.  we  go 
through  the  Form  and  fill  up  and  post  notices  that  we  are 
going  to  call.  I  find  it  takes  me  about  four  mornings  to  get 
through  my  district,  so  that  I  take  out  the  places  I  am 
going  to  call  at  and  send  the  people  notice.  Then  I  write 
for  lymph,  and  having  received  it  I  call  and  offer  to 
vaccinate.  If  the  offer  is  accepted  I  vaccinate.  When  I 
get  back  home  I  enter  them  all  up  in  my  register. 
After  that  I  fill  up  Form  H,  which  is  the  weekly  return 
made  to  the  vaccination  officer,  and  enter  the  cases  as 
"vaccinated,"  "postponed,"  or  "refused."  I  then 
fill  up  the  Form  for  the  lymph  department,  and  that 
is  sent  back  to  London.  Any  lymph  not  used  is  also  sent 
back.  On  the  day  week  after  I  have  vaccinated  I  inspect 
the  child.  I  have  to  supply  the  dressings  and  antiseptic 
appliances  and  I  have  to  supply  them  as  long  as  they  want 
them.  Sometimes  they  want  them  two  or  three  weeks.  I 
then  complete  my  register,  filling  it  in.  I  have  to  fill  in  the 
vaccination  certificate  and  post  it,  and  I  complete  the 
filling  in  of  the  lymph  return.  All  this  takes  place  in  every 
single  case.  If  the  child  is  not  well  and  the  vaccination 
has  to  be  postponed  I  have  to  fill  up  a  certificate  of  post- 
ponement, return  the  lymph  to  London  as  not  used,  apply 
for  the  lymph  again  when  the  postponement  is  up  and 
again  give  notice  and  go  through  the  whole  thing  again. 
For  all  this  there  is  no  extra  payment,  nothing  for  post- 
ponements at  all. 

1195.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Could  you  give  the  Committee 
any  idea  as  to  the  number  of  visits  which  will  have  to  be 
paid  in  each  case  ? — In  each  case  

1196.  You  say  you  have  so  many  cases  which  do  not 
get  vaccinated.  Taking  an  average,  how  many  visits  do 
you  pay  in  proportion  to  the  number  of  vaccinations  that 
you  perform  ?  How  many  visits  will  you  pay  on  an 
average  to  successful  cases  ? — Always  two,  and  the 
average  of  postponements  is  15  per  cent.,  so  that  15  per 
cent,  of  them  must  have  three  or  four  visits.  (See 
Appendix,  No.  XIV.) 

1197.  Can  you  give  the  Committee  any  idea  of  the 
number  of  refusals  you  may  have  ? — Yes,  two-thirds. 

1198.  That  is  to  say,  you  pay  visits  two-thirds  of  which 
result  in  no  certificate  ? — So  far  as  I  am  concerned. 

1199.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  What  is  the  average  fee  payable 
to  medical  men  in  your  district  by  members  of  the  artisan 
class  ? — I  can  hardly  tell  you  that. 

1200.  It  is  impossible  to  tell,  they  are  in  clubs  ? — Yes. 

1201.  Have  you  any  country  cases  ? — No,  it  is  a  com- 
pact district. 

1202.  What  is  the  greatest  distance  from  your  resi- 
dence ? — About  two  and  a-half  miles. 

1203.  And  you  have  the  5s.  fee  just  the  same  ? — Yes,  no 
mileage.  - 

1201.  For  the  short  and  the  long  distances  the  same  fee  ? 
— Exactly. 

1205.  You  have  never  made  any  calculation  as  to  the 
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amount  of  time  expended  on  each  single  vaccination  ? — 
Yes,  I  can  do  about  four  in  an  hour. 

1206.  Doing  nothing  else,  seeing  no  patients  in  between  ? 
— About  four  an  hour,  doing  nothing  else. 

1207.  How  many  could  you  do  in  a  week  at  the  rate  you 
are  doing  them  now  if  you  were  a  whole  time  officer  ? — 
You  could  not  do  more  than  sixty  a  week  if  you  gave  your 
whole  time  and  did  nothing  else. 

1208.  Are  you  in  favour  of  any  alteration  of  the  fees  to 
a  salary  ?  Have  you  any  opinion  upon  that  point  ? — 
No,  sir,  the  only  thing  I  do  not  want  is  that  we  should  be 
allowed  to  return  to  the  old  days  when  the  Guardians  had 
the  power  to  put  the  thing  up  to  competition. 

1209.  When  you  said  sixty  per  week,  how  did  you 
arrive  at  that  calculation  ? — Four  cases  an  hour  for  three 
hours  on  five  days  a  week  makes  sixty  a  week.  Three 
hours  a  morning.  Then  there  would  be  the  inspection  of 
those  done  the  previous  week  and  the  joiirneys  which 
end  in  refusals — that  would  take  a  fair  amount  of  driving. 

1210.  What  is  the  population  of  your  district  ? — The 
population  of  the  union  is  172,000.  My  district  has 
67,000.  Of  course,  a  whole  time  man  in  a  large  district 
can  do  a  great  deal  more  than  that. 

1211.  Five  hours  would  not  be  a  working  day  ? — The 
number  could  be  increased  somewhat  above  sixty. 

1212.  So  that  the  number  of  sixty  per  week  could  be 
soinewhat  increased  ? — -Yes,  take  it  at  eight  hours  a  day. 

1213.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Do  you  find  increasing  con- 
fidence towards  vaccination  among  the  artisan  class  ? — 
No,  because  two-thirds  of  them  still  go  to  the  one-mark 
men.  If  they  had  any  confidence  in  vaccination  th^y 
would  not  go  to  the  one-mark  men. 

1214.  Is  any  arm-to-arm  lymph  still  used  ? — Ye?, 
I  am  sure  it  is. 

1215.  And  they  do  not  use  antiseptic  dressings,  or  any 
such  precautions  ? — No,  they  cannot. 

1216.  The  new  Acts,  you  admit,  have  influenced  the 
public  so  far  that  there  is  more  vaccination  done  now  ? — 
Undoubtedly — oh,  undoubtedly. 

1217.  You  yourself  get  better  results  than  you  used  to 
do  under  the  old  arrangements  of  arm-to-arm  ? — Yes, 
I  think  the  results  are  perfect.  I  have  never  seen  better 
lymph. 

1218.  The  course  of  the  vaccination  itself  is  quicker 
and  safer  and  better  ? — Yes. 

1219.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  I  understood  you  to  say,  Dr. 
Browne,  that  the  vaccination  officer  has  no  power  under 
the  Act  of  1898  to  enforce  vaccination  in  respect  of 
children  born  before  that  year  ? — I  suppose  he  might 
have  the  power  under  the  old  Act,  but  I  do  not  think  he 
could  do  so  without  the  consent  of  the  Guardians  which 
used  to  be  essential  to  it. 

1220.  Have  you  anything  to  say  with  reference  to  the 
tenure  of  your  office  as  public  vaccinator  ?— I  think  it 
would  be  a  very  good  thing  if  we  had  security  of  tenure. 
I  am  liable  to  twenty-eight  days'  notice  if  I  offend  them, 
which  I  do  sometimes.  I  think  it  would  be  a  very  good 
thing  if  both  our  appointment  and  dismissal  were  subject 
entirely  to  the  Local  Government  Board.  I  think  it 
would  be  infinitely  better. 

1221.  {Mr.  Lithiby.)  Dr.  Browne,  have  you  considered 
the  question  whether  it  would  be  desirable  in  urban 
districts  to  appoint  public  vaccinators  to  give  their 
whole  time  to  the  work  ?— Yes,  I  think  in  urban  districts 
it  would  do  very  well,  but  in  the  rural  districts  it  would 
be  absolutely  impossible  on  account  of  the  travelling. 
I  think  it  would  do  very  well  in  urban  districts,  particu- 
larly if  you  could  combine  it  with  the  appointment  of 
medical  officer  of  health,  so  that  a  man  could  get  enough 
to  make  it  worth  his  while. 

1222.  It  has  been  suggested  that  the  fees  at  present 
paid  to  public  vaccinators  are  too  high  in  districts  like 
yours  I  take  it,  where  the  population  served  is  close  to  the 
public  vaccinator's  residence  ? — Yes. 

1223.  Do  you  see  any  objection  to  a  change  being  made 
in  the  direction  of  reducing  the  fee  for  cases  within  a  mile 
and  giving  a  higher  fee  for  cases  between  one  and  two  miles 
from  a  vaccinator's  residence,  and  so  on  ? — I  think,  sir, 
that  even  in  a  crowded  town  the  fee  is  not  too  much  for 
carefully  performing  the  operation  of  vaccination. 


1224.  Assuming  there  were  no  more  duties  to  attend  to  £>r%  Langley 
than  the  vaccination  and  the  inspection,  and  the  occa-  Brwoic. 
sional  visit  afterwards  in  the  event  of  any  unhapp  com- 
plication arising,  would  you  consider  that  2s.  6d.  within 

one  mile  from  the  public  vaccinator's  residence  was  an 
unduly  small  fee  ? — Yes,  I  should.  Is.  3d.  a  journey  I 
should  consider  a  very  small  fee.  Under  the  old  arrange- 
ments you  never  went  to  their  houses. 

1225.  Would  you  consider  that  3s.  6d.  was  a  reasonable 
fee  ? — Not  under  present  conditions. 

1226.  Supposing  the  work  to  be  done  was  a  visit  for 
vaccination,  a  visit  for  inspection,  and  the  subsequent 
attendances — which,  I  suppose,  are  rarely  given  ? — 
Rarely,  sir. 

1227.  Assuming  that  you  vaccinate  and  inspect, 
would  3s.  6d.  within  one  mile  be  a  reasonable  fee  in  your 
opinion  ? — No,  sir,  I  do  not  think  it  would.  I  think  the 
minimum  you  have  fixed  is  the  minimum  we  ought  to 
have  as  professional  men. 

1228.  Is  it  then  your  experience  that  the  amount  of 
work  that  you  have  to  do  under  the  present  system  is 
three  times  as  much  as  under  the  old  system  ? — Yes,  it  is 
more  than  three  times  as  much.  One  hour  a  week  under 
the  old  system  used  to  put  us  through  at  our  own  place. 
It  certainly  takes  seven  or  eight  now. 

1229.  {Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  You  had  only  one  station  before, 
had  you  ? — Yes. 

1230.  (Chairman.)  And  that  was  your  surgery  ? — Yes. 

1231.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  There  the  fee  was  Is.  6d.  ?—  Yes. 

1232.  And  the  cases  were  there  and  you  could  vaccinate 
a  dozen  or  more  in  an  hour  ? — Yes. 

1233.  We  have  been  told  that  in  Birmingham  medical 
man  are  ready  to  vaccinate  at  Is.  a  case  ? — I  quite  believe 
it — men  will  work  for  6d.,  plenty  of  them — give  advice 
and  medicine  for  6d. — undoubtedly  they  do  it  for  Is. 

1234.  Then  if  private  medical  men  are  willing  to  do 
that,  is  it  unreasonable  to  say  that  the  fee  for  public  vacci- 
nation should  not  be  greater  than  2s.  6d.  or  3s.  6d.  within  a 
mile  of  the  residence  of  the  public  vaccinator  ? — Oh,  yes, 
I  think  it  is  quite  unreasonable.  It  is  not  reasonable  to 
say  that  because  a  man  will  do  it  for  a  very  lit'le  sum 
that  therefore  you  should  not  pay  adequate  remunera- 
tion f  a-  the  work  if  it  is  well  done.  Everything  depends 
on  the  way  in  which  it  is  done— the  popularity  of  vaccina- 
tion and  the  efficiency  of  the  results.  I  know  how  it  is 
done  for  the  shilling — two-thirds  of  the  vaccination  in 
our  district  is  done  for  a  shilling,  and  I  know  how  it  is  done. 

1235.  (Chairman.)  You  say  your  Board  do  not  assist 
you  ? — They  never  did  assist. 

1236.  Have  they  altered  very  much  since  the  Act  ? — 
Oh,  no. 

1237.  Do  they  put  any  obstacles  in  your  way  ? — No, 
the  only  thing  they  tried  to  do  was  to  make  their  vaccina- 
tion officer  sign  an  agreement  that  he  would  never  prose- 
cute without  their  consent.  They  tried  to  do  it,  and  even 
now  they  still  hold  that  no  prosecution  ought  to  be  under- 
taken without  their  consent.  There  is  always  a  debate  when 
there  is  a  case  taken  into  Court. 

1238.  As  a  rule,  do  the  vaccination  officers  report  before 
taking  action  ? — No,  not  now. 

1239.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Would  3s.  6d.  a  case  and  fixity  of 
tenure  be  the  equivalent  of  5s.  under  contract  at  the 
present  time  ? — Yes — you  mean  within  a  mile  ? 

1240.  Yes  ? — Oh,  I  think  so,  because  it  would  count  on- 
to your  pension  when  a  man  got  too  old  to  work.  I 
should  certainly  think  in  the  real  interests  of  the  pro- 
fession it  would  be  quite  as  good  as  the  5s.  now. 

1241.  Would  you  see  any  objection  to  a  fixed  salary- 
being  allowed  for  the  work  of  the  public  vaccinator  as  in 
the  case  of  the  medical  officer  ? — Yes,  sir,  because  (I  think 
it  is  not  only  in  South  Staffordshire)  the  fixed  salary  is 
only  taken  by  men  who  are  obliged  to  take  it,  to  a  certain 
extent.  And  although  it  is  quite  contrary  to  law  the 
Guardians  never  pay  a  single  extra  fee,  not  for  midwifery, 
or  surgery,  or  anything — they  have  never  paid  a  fee  for 
forty  years.  I  should  strongly  object  to  a  fixed  salary 
unless  the  Local  Government  Board  had  the  fixing  of  it. 
(See  Appendix;  No.  XIV.) 

1242.  You  would  not  object  if  a  fair  salary  were  fixed  ? 
— I  would  strongly  object  to  leave  the  salary  to  the 
Guardians. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


Dr.  A.  E.  Cope,  called ;  and  Examined. 


1243.  (Chairman.)  Dr.  Cope,  you  are,  I  believe,  the 
Public  Vaccinator  for  the  Westminster  District  of  the 
St.  George's  (Hanover  Square)  Union,  Teacher  of  Vacci- 
nation at  the  Educational  Vaccination  stations,  St. 
Thomas'  and  Westminster  Hospitals,  and  Member  of  the 
Council  of  the  Association  of  Public  Vaccinators  of 
England  and  Wales  ? — I  am. 

1241.  You  are  giving  evidence  on  behalf  of  the  Public 
Vaccinators  of  the  Metropolitan  Unions  ? — Yes. 

1245.  Will  you  describe  your  district? — We  are  in 
my  district  at  present.  Roughly,  it  extends  from 
the  Horse  Guards  to  Vauxhall  Bridge,  and  nearly  to 
Victoria  Station  in  the  other  direction.  It  comprises  the 
parishes  of  St.  Margaret  and  St.  John,  Westminster, 
excluding  the  hamlet  of  Knightsbridge,  roughly  the 
sector  of  a  circle,  having  Victoria  Station  as  its  centre, 
Buckingham  Palace  Road,  St.  James's  Park,  and  White- 
hall Court  as  one  radius,  and  Vauxhall  Bridge  Road  as  the 
other,  with  the  river  as  the  arc.  The  area  is  432-7  acres. 
The  population  is  43,698.  There  has  been  a  diminution 
of  between  5,000  and  6,000  in  the  ten  years  from  1891  to 
1901.  Births  in  1902—1,013.  This  number  has  declined 
steadily  for  several  years.  The  most  important  feature  of 
the  district  is  the  large  number  of  blocks  of  artisans'  dwell- 
ings of  about  six  floors  each,  with  no  lifts  of  course,  and 
one  has  frequently  to  climb  up  eighty  or  ninety  steps  to  a 
case  of  vaccination.  There  are  also  a  considerable  number 
of  tramps  and  vagrants  in  common  lodging-houses  (male 
and  female),  and  very  many  families  in  such  poor  circum- 
stances that  the  mothers  are  obliged  to  go  out  to  work  by 
day  to  supplement  the  family  income,  thus  entailing  a 
good  many  unnecessary  visits  and  having  to  call  again. 
About  1  per  cent,  of  the  population  is  in  receipt  of  perma- 
nent poor  law  relief,  and  between  1  and  2  per  cent,  more 
obtain  temporary  medical  relief  orders. 

1246.  You  are  district  medical  officer  as  well,  are  you 
not  ? — Yes,  but  for  part  only  of  my  vaccination  district. 
Proposals  have  been  made  by  the  Guardians  to  divide  my 
district  during  the  past  eighteen  months,  because  I  was 
thought  to  be  getting  too  much  out  of  vaccination.  These 
proposals  have  been  the  subject  of  letters  to  the  Local 
Government  Board,  but  the  grounds  for  division  were  not 
held  to  be  sufficient. 

1247.  May  yours  be  taken  a«  a  typical  metropolitan  dis- 
trict, so  far  as  regxrds  the  attitude  of  the  Guardians  and  the 
public  towards  vaccination  ? — I  think  so.  Their  attitude 
is  certainly  better  than  in  most  metropolitan  unions 
owing  to  the  long-continued  work  of  the  vaccination  officer. 
He  has  been  in  office  for  some  seventeen  or  eighteen 
years,  and  has  cultivated  the  people  so  well  that  really 
there  is  very  little  opposition  compared  with  what  there  is 
in  some  districts  in  London,  and  what  opposition  there  is, 
is  chiefly  on  the  part  of  those  who  are  immigrants  from 
Battersea  and  Lambeth,  and  some  other  districts  in  the 
neighbourhood  or  other  parts  of  London  ;  the  chief  oppo- 
sition is  of  that  nature.  As  regards  the  Guardians  they 
have  no  strong  anti-vaccination  bias.  There  are  a  few 
who  are  opposed  to  vaccination,  but  I  do  not  think  that 
they  exercise  any  great  influence  against  vaccination. 
They  speak  against  the  expense,  but  then  that  is  a  very 
common  cry  in  other  things  than  vaccination,  and  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  difficult  anti-vaccination  bias.  That 
may  be  shown  partly  by  the  fact  that  the  fees  that  I  receive 
are  not  the  minimum  fees.  Up  to  June,  1901,  they  were 
2s.,  6s.,  and  3s.  6d.,  in  place  of  the  minimum  fees  of  Is.,  5s., 
and  2s.  6d.  Now  I  receive  Is.  9d.  instead  of  Is.,  and  5s.  3d. 
instead  of  5s.,  and  2s.  6d.  for  the  third  fee  ;  that  makes  7s. 
for  the  completed  vaccination — Is.  9d.  and  5s.  3d.  The 
oddity  of  these  figures  was  to  make  the  relation  of  one 
figure  to  the  other  as  1  :  3  according  to  the  Local 
Government  Board's  desire.  I  think  really,  taking  it 
altogether,  that  my  district  is  about  as  good  a  district  as 
any  in  London,  and  if  I  have  difficulties,  and  if  I  think  that 
my  remuneration  is  not  excessive,  so  much  the  more  reason 
have  I  to  believe  that  the  remuneration  is  not  excessive  in 
other  districts — that  is,  that  I  should  feel  that  the  remunera- 
tion was  not  excessive  in  other  districts. 


I  have  just  made  a  little  criticism  in  regard  to  the 
Schedule  which  has  been  sent  out  to  obtain  particulars  in 
regard  to  the  statistics  of  vaccination,  and  I  have  classified 
my  own  district  a  little  differently,  for  this  reason — that  I 
wish  to  avoid,  as  far  as  possible,  the  complication  of  the 
epidemic  period,  and  at  the  same  time  the  fact  that  the 
figures  for  the  first  four  years  include  the  figures  for  one 
quarter  of  the  working  of  the  new  Act,  and  I  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  take  the  two  years  in  the  two  periods 
which  would  make  it  free  from  any  complicating  circum- 
stances, at  least  of  which  I  was  aware.  So  that  I  have  put 
in  here  the  total  cost  of  vaccination  in  the  St.  George's 
Union  for  the  two  years  1896  to  1897,  and  the  total  cost 
for  the  two  years  1900  and  1901,  in  each  case  ending  Lady 
Day.  I  find  that  whereas  the  total  cost  in  the  first  two 
years,  1896-7,  was  £679  6s.  6d.,  the  total  cost  in  the  years 
1900-1  was  £1,498  8s.  3d.  That  is  for  the  two  years,  of 
course. 

1248.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Will  you  give  details,  please, 
Dr.  Cope  ? — I  have  the  details  here,  and  they  are  con- 
tained in  the  sheet  of  the  St.  George's  Union,  which  may 
already  have  been  supplied.  The  figures  are  for  the  whole 
Union.  In  the  first  period,  1896-7,  there  were  1,690 
vaccinations  and  45  re-vaccinations.  The  total  fees  paid 
to  the  public  vaccinators  of  the  whole  Union  amounted  to 
£129  ;  to  the  vaccination  officer,  £288  10s.  I  may  say 
that  there  are  three  public  vaccinators  in  my  union  and 
one  vaccination  officer.  The  cost  of  postage,  which  was  the 
vaccination  officer's  charge  of  course,  was  £40  Is.  6d. 

1249.  (Chairman.)  Is  that  paid  by  them  ? — It  was  paid 
by  the  Guardians  to  the  vaccination  officer  on  requisition 
from  him.  Then  there  used  to  be  the  cost  of  the  vaccina- 
tion stations  in  the  three  districts  of  the  union,  amounting 
to  £115.  The  other  expenses,  printing  and  registers,  and 
so  on,  were  £106  los.,  and  as  the  vaccination  officer  in  our 
district  never  charges  the  Guardians  with  the  costs  of  legal 
expenses — he  always  pays  that  out  of  his  own  pocket,  to 
avoid  the  friction  there  used  to  be  years  ago — there  are 
no  legal  expenses  in  our  union  ever  charged  to  the  Guardians 
— the  vaccination  officer  pays  all  these  expenses  out  of  his 
own  pocket. 

1250.  Are  they  considerable  ? — Not  very  large  ;  larger 
under  the  new  Act  than  under  the  old,  but  at  the  same 
time  the  Act  has  worked  so  well  that  the  number  of  cases 
which  go  for  prosecution  is  small.  I  cannot  tell  exactly 
th3  cost. 

Then  in  regard  to  the  two  years  ending  Lady  Day,  1900, 
and  Lady  Day,  1901— that  is,  from  Lady  Day,  1899,  to 
Lady  Day,  1901  (it  begins  three  months  after  the  intro- 
duction of  the  new  Act ;  the  cost  for  the  three  months 
was  included  in  the  figures  for  the  old  Act) — the  total 
number  of  primary  vaccinations  was  2,024  ;  re-vaccina- 
tions, 46 ;  total  amount  paid  to  public  vaccinators, 
£864  2s.  The  fees  at  that  time  were  2s.,  6s.,  and  3s.  6d. 
The  fees  paid  to  the  vaccination  officer  for  the  two  years 
were  £568  16s.  6d.  Other  expenses,  printing,  and  so  on, 
£65  19s.  9d. ;  besides  rent,  paid,  not  by  the  Guardians,  but 
by  the  vaccination  officer  and  by  the  public  vaccinator. 
Stations  are  not  provided  by  the  Guardians  except  in 
epidemic  time,  but  at  the  same  time  the  public  vaccinator's 
house  has  to  be  the  station  whenever  occasion  arises. 
Legal  expenses,  of  course,  as  before — nil  to  the  Guardians. 

Comparing  the  two  years  in  the  second  period  with  the 
two  year3  in  the  first  period,  there  was  an  increase  of  20 
per  cent,  in  the  primary  vaccinations,  and  all  the  advan- 
tages of  domiciliary  vaccination  were  given  for  120  per  cent, 
more  than  the  vaccination  had  cost  under  the  old  system, 
a  little  more  than  double  the  cost  in  the  previous  period. 
Considering  the  value  received,  the  extra  cost  incurred 
can  scarcely  be  considered  other  than  money  economically 
expended.  I  express  my  opinion  as  regards  the  economy, 
but  that  is  not  a  matter  of  fact.  Putting  it  in  another 
way,  the  cost  per  case  vaccinated  (primary  or  re-vaccina- 
tion) under  the  old  system  was  7s.  9fd.  ;  under  the  new 
Act,  14s.  5|d.  ;  and  this  in  a  union  which  did  not  give  the 
minimum  fees 

Well  now,  what  was  ,he  influence  o'  the  epidemic  ? 
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Taking  (he  next  two  years,  the  two  years  ending  Lady 
Day,  1903,  and  beginning  at  Lady  Day,  1901— the  middle 
twelve  m  nths  of  that  period  was  the  epidemic  period— 
I  find  that  3,311  primary  vaccination  ;  were  performed  and 
11,594  re-vaccinations.  The  tota'  number  of  primary 
and  re-vaccinations  was  14,  05.  The  fees  paid  to  the 
public  vaccinators  amount  d  to  £3,153  17s.  9d.  for  the 
two  years,  the  fees  being  at  the  rate  of  Is.  9d.,  5s.  and 
2s.  6d.  The  fees  paid  to  the  vaccination  officer  amounted 
to  £525  13s.  6d.  For  stations  during  the  epidemic  time 
the  guardians  paid  £34  15s.,  and  £78  6s.  2d.  was  expended 
in  other  ways.  The  total  cost  of  the  vaccination  during 
the  whole  of  that  time  was  £3,892  12s.  5d.,  or  a  cost  of 
5s.  2Jd.  per  case  vaccinated  or  re-vaccinated,  with  the 
following  facts  needing  to  be  noticed  : — 

1st.  That  every  person  wishing  to  be  vaccinated  at  home 
was  able  to  be  so  vaccinated,  instead  of  coming  to  a  station. 

2nd.  That  the  public  vaccinators  supplied  freely,  and 
to  the  great  disturbance  of  their  private  practice,  during 
the  whole  of  the  epidemic,  their  own  houses  or  surgeries 
as  public  vaccination  stations  ;  and 

3rd.  That  the  public  vaccinator  was  at  the  service  of 
the  medical  officer  of  health  at  any  time. 

As  an  addendum  I  may  say  that  this  week  we  have 
had  two  cases  of  smallpox  in  this  district,  and  I  was  sent 
for  to  go  to  a  public  house  in  Westminster  only  the  night 
before  last  to  offer  to  vaccinate  the  inmates.  The  case 
was  that  of  a  barman,  who  was  still  in  the  house  ;  he  had 
not  been  removed,  but  was  to  be  removed  after  the  close 
of  the  house.  I  went  over  between  9  and  10  at  night  and 
offered  to  vaccinate,  but  the  offer  was  refused.  Yesterday 
1  was  sent  for  again  to  another  house  in  Marsham 
Street,  Westminster,  to  offer  to  vaccinate  those  who  were 
present  in  that  house.  A  child  had  been  removed  from 
that  house — an  unvaccinated  child,  and  there  was  another 
unvaccinated  child  in  the  house  and  several  other  un- 
re-vaccinated  persons.  I  called  and  offered  to  vaccinate, 
but  there  was  no  one  who  availed  himself  or  herself  of  the 
opportunity  of  vaccination.  Of  course  I  get  nothing  at 
all  for  visits  of  that  kind,  and  during  the  epidemic  you  can 
imagine  that  they  were  exceedingly  numerous.  We  have 
a  lot  of  lodging-houses  in  the  district,  and  I  repeatedly  went 
day  by  day  to  the  lodging-houses  and  offered  to  vaccinate  the 
people,  who  would  not  be  vaccinated,  and  to  every  private 
house  I  went,  of  course  in  some  cases  vaccinating  and  in 
some  cases  not.  My  visit  very  often  resulted  in  the  people 
going  to  their  own  doctor,  and  in  these  cases,  of  course,  I 
got  absolutely  nothing. 

1251.  What  was  the  reason  given  to  you  for  their  not 
being  vaccinated  ? — They  did'nt  want  to  be  bothered,  that 
was  the  reason.  In  the  case  of  the  public -house  the 
landlady  said  that  she  was  expecting  a  very  busy  day  on 
Friday,  and  she  really  thought  she  could  not  have  it 
done  until  after  then,  and  she  would  send  and  let  me 
know  if  she  wanted  it  done.  In  the  case  of  the  child,  the 
unvaccinated  child,  I  wanted  to  vaccinate  in  the  Marsham 
Street  house,  when  I  got  there  the  child  was  out  and 
the  mother  was  out.  I  called  again  this  morning, 
and  the  mother  said  the  child  was  going  to  be  vaccinated 
in  the  Westminster  Hospital.  I  have  a  station  there,  so 
that  I  shall  receive  payment  for  that  vaccination,  but 
the  visit  yesterday  was  fruitless,  and  the  visit  to-day  was 
fruitless. 

Coming  now  to  the  work  of  the  public  vaccinator  him- 
self, I  claim  that  while  the  public  vaccinator's  gross  re- 
muneration may  be  multiplied  by  five,  the  labour  en- 
tailed I  estimate  as  at  least  ten  times  as  much  as  under  the 
old  conditions.  Some  of  the  points  I  would  desire  to  lay 
stress  upon  are  these — 

The  time  occupied  in  clerical  work  alone  considerably 
exceeds  the  time  occupied  in  vaccination  and  clerical 
work  combined,  formerly.  I  have  the  testimony  of  a 
large  number  of  metropolitan  public  vaccinators  in  re- 
gard to  the  matter  besides  my  own,  and  the  majority  of 
them  say  that  in  any  considerable  district  the  clerical 
work  alone  takes  them  an  average  of  at  least  an  hour  a 
day.  In  my  own  district  probably  it  is  a  little  less.  1  am 
extremely  rapid  in  my  clerical  work,  and  that  makes  it 
less  in  my  case,  but  the  amount  of  time  which  is  expended 
in  the  clerical  work  alone  is  very,  very  considerable.  I  do 
not  know  whether  it  is  necessary  to  go  through  the  details 
of  the  clerical  work,  perhaps  one  of  the  other  witnesses 
will  do  that.  But  I  wish  to  point  out  that  the  time 
occupied  in  the  clerical  work  alone  is  considerably  more 
169. 


than  the  time  occupied  by  the  whole  machinery  oi  vaccina-  /),._  Cope. 
tion  under  the  old  stational  conditions. 

Then  there  is  the  introduction  of  a  new  and  large  item, 
viz.,  out-of-pocket  expenses,  in  the  public  vaccinator's 
budget.  These  out-of-pocket  expenses  are  very,  very 
considerable.  There  is,  of  course,  the  question  of  dressings, 
not  a  very  large  item  altogether,  but  at  the  same  time  an 
item  which  was  not  felt  before.  I  may  be  able  to  make 
some  references  as  to  the  amount  that  it  costs  the  various 
public  vaccinators.  The  question  of  postage  is  another 
item  that  the  public  vaccinator  has  to  pay. 

The  third  point  I  would  like  to  emphasise  is  the  effect 
upon  private  practice  of  the  new  conditions,  and  it  is  the 
almost  universal  testimony  of  public  vaccinators  that 
there  is  a  very  material  influence  upon  their  private 
practice  as  the  result  of  their  public  domiciliary  vaccination. 
The  old  idea  has  been  that  the  practice  is  increased  by  the 
public  vaccinator  having  the  opportunity  to  go  round 
and  take  away  other  practitioners'  patients.  My  ex- 
perience is  absolutely,  diametrically  opposed  to  any  such 
suygi  stion.  The  only  patients  that  I  get  as  the  result  of 
vaccination  are  patients  who  come  to  me  about  a  month 
after  and  suggest  that  some  little  rash,  or  some  little  cold, 
or  some  trivial  ailment  is  the  result  of  the  vaccination. 
I  was  called  to  see  a  child  the  other  day,  a  dispensary 
patient,  and  the  child  was  said  to  have  had  a  little  rash 
ew  since  it  was  vaccinated.  The  rash  was  there  to  be 
seen,  it  was  simply  the  ordinary  kind  of  erythema  that 
one  frequently  gets  in  children  not  absolutely  normally 
fed,  but  at  the  same  time  I  was  supposed  to  be  responsible 
for  this  among  many  other  similar  cases.  That  is  the 
only  kind  of  private  practice  that  I  think  one  increases. 

1252.  Does  it  not  form  part  of  your  duty  to  attend  to 
such  cases  ? — Yes,  it  is  part  of  my  duty  to  deal  with  all 
conditions  that  the  parent  wishes  me  to  deal  with,  but  I 
am  not  supposed  to  go  round  looking  about  for  such  cases. 
I  tell  every  parent  to  let  me  know  of  any  anomaly  after 
the  vaccination  whatever.  This  child  was  vaccinated  at 
six  weeks  old,  and  I  heard  nothing  more  of  it  until  it  was 
five  months  old. 

1253.  And  you  had  to  attend  to  that  child  for  no 
additional  fee  ? — It  was.  simply  that  they  had  joined  a 
dispensary,  and  they  thought  they  would  get  me  to  see 
this  child  as  well.  It  is  the  kind  of  thing  a  public  vacci- 
nator has  to  do  frequently.  An  important  thing  is  that 
the  private  practice  a  public  vaccinator  loses  he  cannot 
very  easily  get  back  again.  There  are  several  public 
vaccinators  in  London  who  are  practically  doing  no  private 
practice  at  all.  I  have  the  evidence  of  one  here,  one  of 
the  public  vaccinators  for  Paddington,  who,  instead 
of  doing  a  private  practice  of  £500  a  year,  has  had  to 
give  up  practically  the  whole  of  his  time,  and  is  now 
do'ng  a  private  practice  of  £30  a  year.  There  are  several 
who  say  they  have  given  up  practically  all  their  private 
practice  for  vaccination  work — they  are  simply  doing 
appointment  work.  Others  say  they  have  no  private 
practice.  Indeed,  as  regards  my  own  private  practice — 
it  may  be  as  well  to  make  some  reference  to  that.  1  find 
that  the  average  net  value  of  my  practi  e,  taking  two- 
year  periods,  from  May,  1897,  to  April,  1899—1  am  taking 
them  in  two-year  periods  so  as  to  avoid  the  difficulty  of 
bills  which  may  no1  come  in  regularly — taking,  there- 
fore, three  two-year  periods,  I  find  that  the  value  of  my 
practice,  after  the  expenses  for  drugs  has  been  paid,  was 
£510  for  the  two  years  in  the  first  period,  £620  for  the 
second  two  years,  and  £873  for  the  third  two  years, 
showing  an  increase  in  each  two-year  period.  But  in 
the  second  period  I  had  to  pay  an  assistant  £125,  and  in 
the  third  two-year  period  I  had  to  pay  an  assistant  £340 
for  the  two  years,  and  in  addition  to  that  I  had  to  pay 
more  than  £50  a  year  for  the  two  years  for  a  surgery  for 
him  to  work  at,  so  that  altogether — and  it  is  fair  to  add 
that,  because  my  assistant  does  not  do  my  appoint  ment  work 
— my  assistant  helps  me  in  my  practice — the  amount  of 
Poor  Law  work  he  does  is  infinitesimal — vaccination 
work  never,  except  in  epidemic  times  ;  so  that  I  think  it 
is  a  fair  charge  to  set  his  salary  against  my  private  practice. 

1254.  During  the  different  periods  about  which  you 
have  now  told  us — can  you  point  out  the  amounts  you 
were  then  receiving  for  vaccination  fees  ? — lean  give  you 
that  in  an  instant,  I  think — yes.  From  Lady  Day,  1897, 
to  Lady  Day,  1899 — in  those  two  years  I  received  £134. 

1255.  That  was  under  the  old  system  ?— Except  for 
one  quarter.    From  Lady  Day,  1899,  to  Lady  Day,  1901, 
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under  the  new  system,  I  received  £416.  Then  in  the 
later  period,  the  third  period  of  two  years,  1901  to  1903, 
I  received  £1,145.  Of  course,  the  point  I  want  to  make 
is  this,  that  while  I  was  doing  tha^  work  my  private 
practice  was  going.  If  I  set  off  the  salary  of  my  assistant 
and  the  ordinary  practice  expenses  against  my  private 
practice,  the  value  of  my  practice  for  the  first  two-year 
period  was  £510,  for  the  second  period  £435,  and  for  the 
third  £433,  so  that  there  has  been  a  reduction  of  £80,  and 
that  brings  the  figures  right  up  to  date,  up  to  the  present. 

256.  Do  you  include  your  appointment  as  district 
medical  officer  in  your  private  practice  ? — I  do  not.  I 
just  simply  deal  with  actual  private  work,  independent 
of  appointm  nt  work.  I  do  not  complain  of  the  reduc- 
tion at  all,  but  I  have  been  asked  during  the  last  four  or 
five  years  to  do  pecial  work.  If  I  had  not  been  doing 
this  special  work  my  practice  would  have  been  worth 
four  or  five  times  what  it  is  worth  now. 

1257.  You  take  that  into  consideration  when  you 
accept  these  appointment?.    You  cannot  possibly  look 

orward  to  an  inirease  in  your  private  practice  ? — I  am 
looking  forward  to  the  effect  of  the  loss  of  my  private 
practice  if  the  fees  are  going  to  be  reduced. 

1258.  You  are  afraid  you  have  made  a  bad  bargain  in 
getting  rid  of  your  practice  for  this  public  work  ? — I  do 
not  go  so  far  as  that.  I  mean  that  I  should  fear.  I  do 
not  feel  that  a  reduction  of  my  fees  would  be  remunera- 
tive, and  consequently,  having  thrown  overboard  a  certain 
amount  of  private  practice,  not  a  great  deal  in  my  case 
probably,  it  would  be  unfortunate  for  me  to  lose  on 
public  vaccination.  I  am  not  putting  it  exactly  as  I 
want  to  put  it,  but  I  think  the  idea  is  clear.  I  have  not 
lost  very  much,  it  is  quite  possible  that  if  I  were  to  give 
up  vaccination  work  that  I  might  get  it  back  again,  but 
I  should  not  get  back  all  that  I  have  lost.  But  there  are 
men  who  are  in  a  very  much  worse  situation  than  I  am. 
There  are  metropolitan  public  vaccinators  who  are  getting 
old,  if  I  may  say  so  here,  and  that  brings  me  on  to  my 
next  point.  The  older  a  man  gets  the  less  likely  is  he 
to  accommodate  himself  to  changes  in  his  practice.  I 
think  I  have  said  enough  in  regard  to  private  practice 
just  now. 

The  excessive  wear  and  tear  under  the  new  conditions 
is  a  thing  that  we  ought  to  consider  in  any  question  of 
remuneration  of  public  vaccinators. 

1259.  If  you  had  devoted  as  much  time  to  your  private 
work  as  to  your  public  work  you  would  have  increased 
your  private  practice  more  than  you  have  increased  your 
income  from  your  public  work  ? — That  I  cannot  say — 
that  is  only  my  own  opinion— it  was  simply  a  matter  of 
private  opinion,  and  would  not  be  worth  anything.  I  am 
not  complaining  at  all — I  quite  accept  the  situation.  I 
have  committed  myself  to  public  vaccination  so  far,  and 
I  have  done  the  work  thoroughly  and  honestly,  but  at  the 
same  time  I  feel  that  if  the  conditions  were  more  onerous, 
then  in  many  cases  it  would  have  been  a  very  serious 
matter — in  my  case  not  so  serious  as  in  some  that  I  know. 
All  I  can  say  is  that  my  own  private  practice  has  gone 
down,  and  in  addition  to  that  it  has  meant  during  the 
epidemic  time  that  in  order  to  earn  this  money  I  was 
working  regularly  from  8  o'clock  in  the  morning  until 
3  o'clock  the  next  morning 

1260.  Do  we  understand  that  this  is  your  experience, 
or  that  you  are  speaking  on  behalf  of  the  metropolitan 
vaccinators,  taking  yours  as  a  typical  case  ? — My  case  i? 
not  one  which  I  wish  you  to  consider  specially,  but  ] 
thought  you  would  be  more  likely  to  be  impressed  by  anj 
evidence  that  I  might  bring  from  my  personal  experience. 
And  these  figures  do  bear  out  the  testimony  that  I  bear  or 
behalf  of  the  other  public  vaccinators,  that  private  prac- 
tice suffers  very  considerably  on  account  of  this  matter. 

1261.  Will  you  proceed  now,  please  ? — There  is  also, 
continuously,  a  very  heavy  physical  and  mental  wear 
and  tear,  such  as  was  not  experienced  formerly,  and 
which  cuts  short  the  term  of  official  life.  I  have  known- — 
it  is  within  the  experience  of  most  of  us — public  vacci- 
nators who  were  able  efficiently  to  go  on  with  their  work 
until  a  very  advanced  age — we  have  often  met  with  cases 
of  that  kind.  Now  I  am  perfectly  certain  that  the 
possibility  of  continuing  public  vaccination  work  to  such 
an  age  is  certainly  at  an  end  if  the  present  system  con- 
tinues. A  man  cannot  keep  on  with  the  wear  and 
tear  as  he   did  under  the  old  system.    I  began  this 


public  vaccination  walking.  It  is  a  small  district,  not 
more  than  a  mile  any  way,  but  I  have  had  to  give  it  up.  I 
have  had  to  drive.  I  cannot  help  myself  ;  it  is  a  matter 
that  is  forced  upon  me,  on  account  of  the  vaccination, 
chiefly  at  the  epidemic  time,  but  it  has  continued  since, 
and  one  has  to  keep  on.  I  cannot  do  the  same  as  I  did 
five  years  ago.  I  am  not  an  old  man  by  any  means,  yet 
it  has  told  upon  me. 

1262.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Dr.  Cope,  do  you  think  it  is  more 
difficult  to  go  up  several  stairs  than  it  would  be  to  visit 
houses  of  the  ordinary  kind  in  the  country,  houses  in  a 
terrace,  we  will  say  ?—  Do  you  mean  three  or  four  storeys 
high— I  do  not  suppose  it  is  simply  a  matter  of  height. 
Mr.  Matcham,  of  St.  GYoige's.  Southwark,  says  he  has  to 
climb  some  30.000  steps  a  year  for  his  vaccinations.  I 
have  I  do  not  know  how  many — I  have  a  hundred  block* 
of  dwellings  in  my  district  that  run  up  to  80  and  90  steps. 

1263.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Would  not  the  wear  and  tear 
on  a  man  be  greater  in  a  district  where  there  were  so  many 
stairs  to  climb  than  in  a  district  on  the  level  ? — My  own 
feeling  is  that  the  wear  and  tear  of  the  up  and  down  work 
is  heavier  than  the  wear  and  tear  of  the  level  work. 

1264.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Would  you  rather  go  a  quarter  of  a 
mile  on  the  flat  than  to  the  top  of  a  four-storied  tenement 
house  ? — I  would  rather  have  all  my  work  on  the  level  than 
I  would  the  up  and  down  work.  I  put  it  in  that  way — I 
cannot  put  it  in  the  form  of  an  accurate  quarter  of  a  mile 
and  a  four-storied  house. 

1265.  (Chairman. )  Will  you  go  on,  please  ? — I  am  driving, 
you  see. 

1266.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  I  put  my  question  with  regard  to 
what  you  said.  You  said  you  drove.  Would  it  be  easier 
to  drive  a  quarter  of  a  mile  than  to  climb  four  storeys  ? 
You  cannot  answer  my  question  ? — I  think  I  can  answer 
it  in  that  form — I  did  not  understand  that  you  meant 
driving.  But  I  would  very  much  rather  have  the  whole  of 
my  work  on  the  level  than  have  to  cKmb  many  stairs. 

1267.  (Chairman.)  Will  you  go  on,  please  ? — There  are 
also  risks  to  be  run  of  false  accusations  on  the  part  of  those 
opposed  to  vaccination.  That  is  a  matter  that  has  been 
brought  to  my  notice  by  a  case  not  in  London — the  case  of 
Dr.  King,  of  Derby.  He  was  accused  of  forcibly  vaccinating 
a  child  during  epidemic  time  against  the  parents'  wish, 
and  he  was  put  to  an  enormous  amount  of  trouble  and 
annoyance.  It  reminded  me  of  a  case  in  my  own  union, 
where  during  the  epidemic  time,  while  one  of  the  public 
vaccinators  in  my  union  was  at  his  station,  he  was  accused 
by  a  layman  of  vaccinating  contrary  to  the  regulations  of 
the  Local  Government  Board.  A  great  deal  was  made  of 
the  charge,  but  it  came  to  nothing — nothing  came  of  it  at 
all.  At  the  same  time  it  made  a  very  unpleasant  impres- 
sion upon  me,  and  that,  together  with  the  case  in  Derby  to 
which  I  referred,  led  me  to  feel  that  it  was  worth  while 
putting  it  down  in  my  evidence  even  if  it  was  not  very 
important. 

1268.  You  have  not  known  many  cases  ? — No,  I  have 
not.    Those  are  the  only  two  I  think  of  just  now. 

For  each  successful  primary  vaccination  an  average 
of  three-and-a-half  visits  is  paid  to  the  home,  rarely  a  less 
number,  frequently  a  greater.  That  does  not  mean  that 
each  vaccination  entails  three-and-a-half  visits,  but  it 
means  that  taking  the  whole  of  the  vaccination  work 
together,  for  each  successful  primary  vaccination  that  is 
performed,  it  is  found  that  anything  from  two-and-a-half 
to  six  visits  have  to  be  paid  according  to  different  districts 
and  different  men.  I  have  several  returns  which  will  con- 
firm that. 

1269.  (M r.  Lithiby. )  You  think,  on  the  whole,  three-and-a 
half  would  be  a  fair  estimate  for  the  Metropolis  1 — I  think 
it  would  be.  It  happens  to  be  the  number  in  my  own  dis- 
trict, so  far  as  I  can  gauge  it  from  the  periods  of  time  that 
I  have  counted  accurately,  and  it  corresponds  with  what 
most  other  men  say.  Some  men  say  they  have  to  make 
five  visits,  and  a  few  two-and-a-half  to  three-and-a-half, 
so  I  think  three-and-a-half  to  four  would  be  a  fair  average 
for  the  Metropolis. 

Also  there  is  a  great  amount  of  unpaid  for  work  which 
the  public  vaccinator  has  to  do. 

First  of  all,  the  unsuccessful  cases.  The  unsuccessful 
cases  are  not  always  dependent  upon  the  public  vaccinator, 
because  every  one  knows  that  the  lymph  is  not  always  of 
equal  potency,  and  I  have  found  that  there  are  epidemics 
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of  unsuccessful  cases,  which  entail  a  great  deal  of  trouble. 
One  has  to  do  them  again,  and  if  they  leave  the  district 
one  loses  them  altogether.  In  the  four-and-a-half  or  five 
years  I  have  vaccinated  over  100  cases  unsuccessfully — 
primary  cases. 

1270.  (Chairman.)  What  is  the  percentage  ? — In  my 
case  (speaking  from  casual  memory)  it  works  out  at  about 
2  per  cent,  of  my  cases — something  like  that — I  should 
think  it  will  be  about  2  per  cent,  of  my  cases. 

1271.  Throughout,  or  only  during  the  epidemic  of  un- 
successful cases  ? — I  mean  during  the  whole  time.  There 
may  have  been  two  or  three  periods  when  for  a  time  the 
lymph  was  not  so  active  as  usual— the  unsuccessful  cases 
are  not  spread  evenly  over  the  whole  time. 

Then  there  are  the  "  non-return  "  cases.  During  the 
epidemic  there  were  at  least  about  200  cases  which  did  not 
return  to  the  station  or  to  my  surgery  for  inspection. 
They  had  notice  to  do  so.  but  they  did  not  return,  for  one 
reason  or  another,  and  it  was  necessary  for  me  to  go  and 
visit  all  these  cases  and  try  to  find  them. 

1272.  What  would  they  be  returned  as — "Not  accounted 
for  "  ? — They  were  returned  by  me  as  successfully  vac- 
cinated after  visiting  them.  But  in  the  case  of  some  sixty 
they,  were  either  never  inspected  at  all,  owing  to  their 
having  left  the  place  or  to  their  not  being  found  at  the 
address  they  had  given. 

1273.  Then  I  suppose  you  had  to  return  those  as  un- 
accounted for  ? — They  were  lost  altogether — they  were 
re-vaccinations.  There  were  only  three  primary  vaccina- 
tions, I  think,  in  that  same  period  that  were  not  inspected. 

1274.  Were  they  adults  ? — No,  children — one  had  gone 
off  to  Walworth  during  the  week — they  were  removal  cases  ; 
I  could  not  inspect  them. 

1275.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Of  course,  you  get  no  fee  whatever 
for  cases  you  have  not  inspected  ?— No. 

1276.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Through  no  fault  of  your  own  ? 
— Through  no  fault  of  my  own. 

Then  I  come  to  school  inspections  during  epidemics. 
A  large  number  of  public  vaccinators  during  the  epidemic 
time  inspected  schools  in  their  districts.  In  my  case  I 
was  exceptionally  fortunate,  because  the  vaccination 
officer  for  my  district  undertook  that  himself.  That  is 
quite  an  unusual  thing,  but  at  the  same  time  lie  had  done 
it  in  previous  epidemics  and  was  accustomed  to  the  work, 
and  he  asked  me  whether  he  might  relieve  me  of  it,  and 
he  did  it  for  me.  In  other  districts  the  public  vaccinator 
has  to  go  and  inspect  the  children's  arms  in  epidemic 
times.  There  are  always  a  certain  number  found  to  be 
unvaccinated,  and  he  sends  notes  to  the  parents  of  these, 
offering  to  vaccinate  them.  The  result  is  that  whilst 
some  accept  the  offer,  many  are  vaccinated  by  their  own 
doctors,  and  a  certain  number  refuse  altogether,  and  he 
gets  no  fee  for  either  of  these. 

Multiplied  visits  for  postponements.  I  have  a  case  now, 
which  came  on  about  my  first  unofficial  list  of  cases  at 
the  beginning  of  the  new  Act  and  which  was  postponed.  It 
was  a  case  of  chronic  eczema,  and  the  case  is  still  being 
postponed  for  the  same  reason — this  poor  child  is  still 
being  postponed.  I  should  like  to  draw  attention  to  the 
Appendix,  on  page  6  of  my  precis,  and  although  the  Table 
there  given  may  seem  to  be  an  elaborate  one,  I  think  I 
can  make  it  perfectly  simple.  In  order  to  get  it  I  have 
taken  the  whole  of  my  Form  H.  lists  from  October,  1900, 
the  first  ones  that  I  could  get  from  my  vacsination  officer. 

1277.  Would  it  not  be  convenient  that  you  should  put 
this  in  to  go  into  the  Appendix  of  our  evidence  as  it  stands 
here  ? — I  think  it  might — but  if  you  would  not  mind  my 
just  pointing  to  the  facts — because  the  point  may  be 
missed.  I  will  put  this  in  as  it  stands  (See  Appendix, 
No.  XV.),  and  the  point  that  I  wish  to  emphasise  may  be 
illustrated  by  taking  the  first  period,  October,  1900,  to 
September,  1901.  In  that  time,  by  my  H.  lists,  I  had 
570  names  handed  to  me,  and  I  had  to  offer  to  vaccinate 
these,  to  send  notices,  and  afterwards  to  call  at  the 
home :  of  these  570  the  offer  was  accepted  and  the  child 
vaccinated  in  252  cases. 

1278.  (Chairman.)  That  was  the  first  visit  ? — Yes,  for 
which  I  receive  the  fee  of  Is.  9d.  in  each  case,  in  respect 
of  all  those  570. 

1279.  You  save  a  visit  by  their  being  vaccinated  on  that 
occasion  ? — No — because,  according  to  the  Act,  the  fee  of 
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Is.  9d.  is  practically  part  of  the  fee  for  successful  vaccina-  j)r 
tion — practically — not  theoretically.  Theoretically  the 
fee  is  5s.,  together  with  the  Is.  That  is  what  we  may  term 
the  visiting  fee,  so  that  the  minimum  for  successful  vac- 
cination is  6s.,  and  in  these  cases  I  can  scarcely  be  said 
to  have  saved  a  visit,  but  I  receive  my  fee  for  all  those  cases 
even  if  I  only  vaccinated  252  of  them.  Now  104  I  had 
nothing  more  to  do  with.  I  put  those  "  dead  and  gone," 
not  a  very  large  number  of  them,  in  the  class  below.  They 
would  not  materially  interfere  with  it,  those  that  were 
dead,  of  course  my  duty  ceases  to  them  at  once.  Those 
that  were  gone  I  sometimes  have  to  follow,  so  that  perhaps 
they  may  come  among  the  214.  We  will  put  on  one  side 
104  altogether.  Then  the  214  are  cases  that  I  have  not 
finished  with  and  that  something  has  to  be  done  for. 
I  have  received  my  Is.  9d.  for  them,  but  now,  how  much 
do  I  get  for  all  the  amount  of  work  that  follows  after  in 
respect  of  those  214  cases  ?  We  may  check  the  remunera- 
tion against  those  numbers.  The  figures  are  not  exactly 
for  the  same  periods,  because  they  are  from  Quarter  Day 
to  Quarter  Day,  whilst  my  figures  here  for  the  H.  lists  are 
for  calendar  months.  My  total  remuneration  for  visiting 
these  was  £65  19"  (under  the  second  column). 

1280.  (Mr.  Vallance.)    You  say  "  visiting  fee  " — do  you 
mean  under  Article  3  (a)  ? — Yes,  under  Article  3  (a). 

1281.  That  is  scarcely  intended  for  visiting,  is  it  '! — It 
is  difficult  to  get  a  name  for  that  fee. 

1282.  It  is  generally  understood  to  be  for  the  clerical 
work  ? — I  hope  it  is  only  for  the  clerical  work — if  it  is,  there 
will  be  a  disposition  to  increase  it  rather  than  diminish  it 
for  the  amount  of  extra  labour  it  covers.  It  covers  all 
the  extra  services  of  every  kind,  or  at  least  it  is  supposed 
to.  The  point  is,  in  the  same  period  I  had  577  primary 
vaccinations.  That  includes  roughly  252  that  I  vaccina  ted 
on  the  H.  lists,  others  that  I  vaccinated  after  visiting  three 
or  four  times.  Altogether  for  each  of  these  (577)  I  am 
entitled  to  receive  Is.  9d.,  whether  on  the  H.  lists  or  not. 
It  would  amount  to  £50  9s.  9d.  The  difference  between 
these  amounts  is  £15  9s.  3d.,  and  I  take  that  to  be  the  only 
amount  that  I  really  receive  for  all  my  subsequent  duties  to 
the  214  that  are  referred  to  in  the  first  column  here.  Of 
course  although  these  figures  are  the  nearest  that  I  can  get, 
the  fists  did  not  actually  cover  the  same  ground,  and  conse- 
quently it  is  only  a  rough  approximation  to  what  I  want  to 
bring  out,  and  that  is  that  there  are  a  large  number  of  cases 
that  are  out  when  I  first  call — they  are  on  a  holiday  in  the 
country,  or  it  is  the  mother's  washing  day,  it  is  not  con- 
venient and  she  wants  me  to  call  again,  and  if  one  is  to 
meet  the  people  one  has  to  call  again.  Then  the  cases 
that  are  postponed  on  account  of  illness — all  these  entail 
a  considerable  amount  of  work,  for  which  the  only  re- 
muneration is  really  the  remuneration  which  has  no  refer- 
ence at  all  to  these  extra  services,  although  each  successful 
vaccination  is  entitled  to  fees  even  if  there  are  no  subse- 
quent attendances.  With  that  I  will  leave  the  Appendix, 
and  I  will  put  in  in  connection  with  this  some  replies  that 
have  been  received  by  the  Public  Vaccinators'  Association 
to  a  series  of  questions  dealing  with  some  of  these  matters 
as  to  the  conditions  in  the  various  unions  in  the  Metropolis. 
I  will  just  put  them  in  as  they  are.  I  would  be  glad  to 
speak  on  them,  but  time,  I  am  afraid,  will  forbid. 

1283.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Would  it  be  possible  to  give  us  a 
statement  with  regard  to  those  ;  we  cannot  print  them  all 
in  the  Appendix,  I  am  afraid  ? — I  have  not  tabulated 
them,  but  I  could  tabulate  them  within  the  next  two  or 
three  days,  if  it  was  the  wish  of  the  Committee. 

1284.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Would  the  tabulation  of  half- 
a-dozen  unions  suffice  to  give  a  picture  of  the  metropolis, 
do  you  think  ? — Yes,  I  think  I  could  select  half-a-dozen 
that  would  be  representative.  They  deal  with  estimates 
in  some  cases,  estimates  of  expenditure,  but  some  of  them 
contain  precise  statements.  I  have  gone  through  them 
one  by  one. 

1285.  If  you  will  tabulate  half-a-dozen  representative 
unions  where  the  information  given  is  as  precise  as  possible  ? 
— Yes,  I  could  do  that. 

1286.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Another  alternative  would  be  if 
you  could  say,  "  The  answer  to  Question  A.  was  so-and-so 
in  fifty  cases,  and  the  answer  to  Question  B.  was  so-and-so 
in  fifty  cases,"  and  so  on  ? — I  could  do  that. 

1287.  We  could  print  that  in  the  Appendix  ? — Then  I 
will  undertake  that.    (See  Appendix,  No.  XVI.)  Then 
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Dr.  Cope.  g°mg  on  to  the  question  of  the  district  medical  officer- 
ship.  I  think  perhaps  Dr.  Maude  may  have  a  little  more 
to  say  with  regard  to  that  than  I  have  to  say,  only  I 
would  draw  attention  to  the  fact  that  as  district  medical 
officer  I  have  fixity  of  tenure,  and  I  have  a  scheme  of 
superannuation  at  the  end  of  long  and  faithful  service. 
In  the  case  of  public  vaccination  I  have  neither.  Then 
as  district  medical  officer  the  work  that  is  done  is  certainly 
not  so  exacting  as  the  work  that  is  done  in  public  vaccina- 
tion. In  my  own  district  there  are  a  very  large  number 
of  poor  old  people  who  have  to  be  kept  under  observation, 
and  then  there  are  casual  urgent  cases,  but  a  large  number 
of  the  severe  cases  in  metropolitan  unions  are  removed  to 
the  workhouse  infirmaries,  so  that  cases  of  acute  pro- 
longed illness  do  not  come  within  the  medical  officer's 
purview  in  very  many  cases.  That  applies  to  the  metro- 
polis only.  As  regards  visits  paid  and  their  relation  to 
remuneration  received,  I  know  that  the  average  for  a 
period  of  eight  years,  during  which  I  have  held  the  appoint- 
ment, has  been  roughly  2s.  per  visit.  The  scale  is  going 
down  considerably;  whereas  in  the  first  years  of  my 
appointment  I  used  to  receive  2s.  6d.  per  visit  paid,  now 
I  only  receive  Is.  6d.  My  work  has  increased,  but  m^ 
remuneration  is  stationary. 

Then  as  to  the  two  appointments  helping  one  another. 
I  have  heard  it  said,  "  They  can  work  their  two  offices 
together."  It  does  not  apply  in  my  own  union.  My  ex- 
perience is  this  :  My  relief  office  is  open  from  9  to  11  in 
the  morning  and  from  3  to  4  in  the  afternoon.  The  re- 
lieving officer  issues  medical  orders  at  any  time,  morning 
or  afternoon.  I  get  my  rounds  done,  and  as  far  as  possible 
get  my  vaccinations  done  early  for  the  convenience  of  the 
people.  When  I  come  in  it  is  quite  the  usual  thing  for 
me  to  have  one  or  two  parish  messages,  and  I  have  to  go 
back  again  and  take  those. 

1288.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Messages  ? — Orders  to  attend 
on  the  pauper  sick  as  medical  officer.  When  I  have  done 
that  I  get  on  the  afternoon  visits,  and  it  is  quite  the  usual 
thing  for  me  to  have  three  or  four  orders  waiting  for  me 
between  3  and  4  o'clock,  so  that  the  two  appointments 
have  absolutely  no  relation  one  to  the  other,  and  the  only 
way  in  which  it  helps  is  because  I  have  a  lot  more  influence 
with  the  poor  people  in  regard  to  the  vaccination  of  their 
children.  I  am  afraid  that  is  the  only  way  in  which  the 
two  work  in  together. 

1289.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Supposing  you  had  more  than 
a  fortnight  in  which  to  visit  the  children,  would  you  be 
able  to  work  it  in  better  with  your  other  work  than  now  ? — 
That  would  not  apply  at  all  to  a  metropolitan  district. 
The  rush  is  such  that  one  wants  to  get  the  work  over  at 
once.  If  I  get  a  list  to-day  I  should  send  out  the  notices 
immediately  on  receipt,  and  get  the  whole  thing  done  if 
possible  in  three  days. 

1290.  Do  you  think  that  would  apply  in  a  large  pro- 
vincial borough  ? — I  should  think  so,  but  Dr.  Drury 
would  be  able  to  speak  more  definitely  in  regard  to  that. 
In  the  metropolis  certainly  I  do  not  think  it  would  apply. 

1291.  You  have  dispensaries  in  your  district — are  you 
dispensary  medical  officer  ? — Do  you  mean  a  poor  law 
dispensary  ?  There  is  a  poor  law  dispensary,  and  I  am 
one  of  the  officers  there.  I  have  no  expenses  as  district 
medical  officer  for  drugs  and  appliances. 

1292.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  All  the  medical  officers  attend 
daily  at  the  dispensary,  do  they  not  ? — Yes.  I  think  the 
medical  officer  for  the  Mayfair  district  does  not  attend 
at  the  dispensary,  but  there  are  three  of  us  who  do,  for 
the  Westminster  district  and  the  Pimlico  district. 

1293.  Do  you  attend  at  the  dispensary  daily  ? — Daily, 
between  one  and  two  o'clock. 

1294.  (Chairman.)  Do  the  Guardians  find  you  any 
assistance  there  ? — There  is  a  dispenser  always  there,  and 
a  messenger  there  always.  Everything  is  done — there 
is  no  responsibility. 

1295.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  At  1  o'clock  the  patients 
have  seen  the  relieving  officer  and  have  received  orders 
for  the  dispensary,  and  it  is  those  attendances  you  give  ? — 
It  is,  and  attending  on  visiting  orders  and  at  any  time 
cases  of  sudden  illness,  and  so  on.  I  do  not  know  that  I 
need  refer  to  "  The  Western  Dispensary,  Rochester  Row," 
which  has  had  a  provident  department  grafted  on  to  a 
gratuitous  dispensary.  The  remuneration  I  find  there 
per  visit  is  about  the  same  as  for  my  district  medical 
officer  appointment. 
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1296.  (Mr.  Lithiby).  That  is  not  poor  law  ?— No, 
purely  a  charitable  institution  for  the  relief  of  the  working 
people  in  the  district. 

1297.  It  is  a  sort  of  out-door  hospital  appointment  ? — 
Yes, something  like  that.  I  goon  to  mention  that. as  Govern- 
ment teacher  of  vaccination,  I  find  evidence  that  the  people 
like  the  domiciliary  vaccination ;  I  do  not  go  so  far  as  to 
say  that  I  do.  As  a  matter  of  personal  experience  I  would 
prefer  (but  it  must  be  remembered  I  am  only  speaking  for 
myself  in  this  respect) — I  would  rather  go  back  to  the 
stational  system  myself  than  continue  the  domiciliary.  But 
the  public  do  like  the  domiciliary  vaccination,  and  I  have 
difficulty  in  getting  children  to  my  station  without  paying 
for  them.  Children  are  attended  at  Westminster  Hospital 
— about  200  a  year  I  should  say,  and  I  suppose  I  get 
thirty  or  forty  of  those  to  come  up  in  the  year  spon- 
taneously to  be  vaccinated  at  the  station.  The  others 
prefer  me  to  go  home,  because  they  live  in  my  district. 

1298  (Chairman.)  You  said  you  have  to  pay  them — 
what  does  that  mean  ? — I  have  to  bribe  them  sometimes 
to  come  up,  so  as  to  get  material  for  the  students  to  see 
vaccinated.  And  then  there  is  another  point  that  I 
think  should  be  mentioned.  It  is  the  almost  universal 
testimony  of  public  vaccinators  that  the  parents,  with 
increasing  frequency,  request  their  services  (according 
to  Form  G)  before  the  children  reach  the  age  of  four  months. 
I  get  an  increasing  number  of  cases  of  that  kind.  I  find 
on  my  last  quarter's  returns  that  while  there  were 
119  cases  vaccinated — H.  list  cases — there  were  100  or 
101  requests  to  go  to  the  home  and  vaccinate  before  they 
ever  got  on  to  the  H.  list  at  all. 

1299.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Does  that  increase  your  duties  ? 
— No,  it  decreases  it,  and  makes  it  easier  for  me.  But,  at 
the  same  time,  it  shows  that  the  public  are  beginning  to 
appreciate  the  advantages  of  getting  their  children  vac- 
cinated early.  I  think  I  ought  to  say  that  I  attribute  it 
very  largely  to  the  fact  that  my  vaccination  officer  is  also 
registrar  of  births  and  deaths  in  the  district,  and  that  is- 
a  very  material  help.  The  parents,  when  they  come  to 
register,  are  handed  the  paper  of  Notice  of  Requirement, 

*  and  then  they  ask  him  about  the  vaccination,  and  he  is- 
able  to  give  important  information  straight  away, 
and  they  say,  "  Will  you  give  me  a  card  to  send  to  the 
doctor,"  and  he  gives  it  to  them,  and  they  apply  to  the 
doctor  in  the  ordinary  way,  so  that  I  think  the  proportion 
I  get  is  largely  dependent  on  the  fact  that  the  two  offices 
are  in  the  same  hands. 

Passing  on  to  the  subject  of  re-vaccinations  in  bulk,  we 
feel— the  metropolitan  public  vaccinators  feel — the  diffi- 
culties that  have  arisen  in  defining  the  meaning  of  the 
word  "  home  "  ;  a  great  deal  of  the  opposition  to  the 
scale  has  arisen  in  London  out  of  the  number  of  cases  of 
revaccination  that  have  been  done  in  business  houses  and 
in  many  large  establishments  where  the  "  home  "  fee  is 
the  only  fee  that  can  be  charged  according  to  the  Act, 
and  yet  where  the  home  fee  seems  to  be  excessive  under 
the  circumstances.  The  metropolitan  public  vaccinators 
would  suggest,  I  think  unanimously,  that  if  there  is  any 
change  at  all  there  could  be  a  change  of  this  kind — that 
supposing  a  large  business  firm  where  the  hands  live  or* 
the  premises  request  that  their  hands  should  be  vaccinated, 
the  public  vaccinator  should  charge  the  domiciliary  fee 
for  the  first  case,  and  that  after  that  first  case  there  should 
be  a  modification  of  the  fee.  It  seems  only  fair  that  some- 
thing of  that  kind  should  be  done. 

1300.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Are  you  aware  that  the  Local 
Government  Board  have  already  suggested  that,  and 
that  it  has  been  adopted  in  several  cases  ? — I  am  aware 
that  the  Local  Government  Board  has  suggested  that 
in  the  case  of  employees  who  do  not  live  on  the  premises, 
which  is  a  different  thing. 

1301.  Was  not  the  suggestion  that  where  people  are 
revaccinated,  several  at  one  time,  the  ordinary  fee  should 
be  paid  in  the  first  case  and  the  half-crown  fee  in  every 
other1? — I  am  afraid  I  must  say,  at  the  risk  of  seeming 
an  ignoramus,  I  did  not  know  that — it  has  not  occurred 
in  my  district. 

1302.  Do  you  approve  of  it  ? — I  do  approve  of  it,  un- 
doubtedly. I  think  it  would  remove  a  great  deal  of 
friction  and  a  great  deal  of  feeling  that  may  have  been 
aroused  in  the  minds  of  those  who  have  had  to  pay  for 
vaccination. 

1303.  (Mr.  Vallance.)    There  is  no  practical  difficulty 
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in  the  case  of  the  term  "  home  "  is  there,  in  the  case  of  an 
employee  living  at  his  business  ? — There  is  in  the  case  of 
common  lodging  houses  and  shelters  such  as  the  Salvation 
Army  Shelters.  The  place  is  the  home  of  the  person — 
it  is  the  only  home  they  have,  and  yet  the  question  has 
arisen  where  there  are  large  numbers — a  question 
has  arisen,  I  fancy. 

I  would  like  to  emphasise  the  great  importance  of 
London  as  a  centre  of  epidemic  influence,  its  density  of 
population,  and  the  need  for  a  very  vigorous  and  active 
vaccination  service  ;  I  would  like  to  emphasise  also  the 
necessity  for  obtaining  the  best  agents  possible  to  ad- 
minister the  Acts,  men  who  by  thoroughness  and  tactful  - 
ness  will  popularise  the  operation,  especially  in  view  of  the 
great  London  default  of  vaccination  ;  the  reasonableness 
of  expecting  that  such  agents  will  be  adequately  remu- 
nerated, and  their  position  safeguarded  ;  the  importance  of 
taking  into  consideration,  in  connection  with  the  question 
of  remuneration,  the  excessive  wear  and  tear  of  London 
practice,  the  high  rentals  and  high  cost  of  living  in  London, 
the  difficulty  of  combining  busy  private  practice  with  the 
precision  and  regularity  which  are  demanded  by  an 
official  position ;  the  advisability,  where  possible,  of 
appointing  public  vaccinators  who  should,  whether  paid  by 
salaries  or  fees,  devote  themselves  more  exclusively  to 
vaccination  than  is  now  possible.  This  would  certainly 
mean  both  economy  and  increased  efficiency. 

1304.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Do  you  mean  by  your  last  sug- 
gestion that  you  would  favour,  where  it  was  possible,  the 
appointment  of  salaried  medical  men  giving  their  whole 
time  to  the  work  of  public  vaccination  ? — I  should,  under 
certain  circumstances,  and  short  of  that  I  should  favour 
the  limiting  of  any  men  who  felt  that  they  could  do  so — 
limiting  them  to  appointments  of  one  kind  and  another 
rather  than  that  they  should  be  engaged  in  private 
practice.  I  think  there  are  certain  appointments  that 
medical  men  might  hold  in  districts  where  it  would  not  do 
to  have  a  man  exclusively  engaged  in  public  vaccination — 
which  he  might  hold  in  conjunction  with  his  appointment 
as  public  vaccinator. 

1305.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  What  appointments,  for  ex- 
ample ? — I  think  he  might  hold  the  post  of  district  medical 
officer  at  the  same  time.  The  point  is  this  :  in  some 
districts  there  is  a  feeling  of  jealousy  on  the  part  of  private 
practitioners  against  the  public  vaccinators  being  in 
private  practice.  There  are  some  appointments  which  it 
might  not  be  advisable  for  him  to  hold. 

1306.  (Chairman.)  What  appointments  would  you 
think  it  inadvisable  to  connect  with  it  ? — Those  appoint- 
ments which  would  put  a  man  into  competitive  practice 
with  other  men  in  his  district. 

1307.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Your  objection  is  to  men  in 
private  practice  being  public  vaccinators  ? — No,  my 
feeling  is  that  if  it  were  in  certain  districts  possible  for  a 
public  vaccinator  to  give  up  private  practice  or  to  be 
debarred  from  it,  it  would  probably  make  his  position 
better  with  the  other  practitioners  in  the  district ;  there 
would  be  less  friction  and  there  would  be  a  greater  dis- 
position to  allow  the  public  vaccinator  to  do -the  greater 
part  of  the  va?cinati  m  in  the  district. 

1308.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Do  you  know  anything  of  the 
duties  of  medical  officer  of  health? — I  know  some  of  them. 

1309.  Do  you  think  that  in  many  cases  the  medical 
officer  of  health  or  an  assistant  medical  officer  of  health 
might  hold  the  appointment  of  public  vaccinator  ? — 
Certainly  the  medical  officer  of  health  in  a  metropolitan 
borough  could  not  possibly  deal  with  the  question  of 
vaccination  in  his  district  adequately,  and  the  disadvan- 
tages would  be  great.  I  should  think  it  would  be  better 
for  the  public  vaccinator  to  be  a  separate  official,  because 
even  if  you  have  an  as?istant  to  the  medical  officer  of 
health,  he  is  generally  a  young  man  who  is  not  there  for 
very  long  and  there  is  no  perpetuity  in  the  appointment, 
and  above  everything  in  public  vaccination  the  main 
thing  is  for  a  man  to  be  long  in  office,  to  know  the  people 
and  to  be  trusted  by  them  and  recognised  by  them.  If 
you  can,  you  want  to  keep  up  the  idea  of  perpetuity  as  far 
as  you  can.  If  you  had  an  assistant  medical  officer  of 
health  he  would  be  continually  changing  and  the  people 
would  never  get  to  know  him. 

1310.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  The  public  vaccinator  should 
not  hold  a  subordinate  position  ? — I  do  not  think  he 
ehould. 


1311.  Do  I  understand  that  where  it  is  possible  ade-  Cope. 
quately  to  remunerate  a  man  as  public  vaccinator  alone, 

or  as  public  vaccinator  or  district  medical  officer  alone, 
that  it  would  be  to  the  public  advantage  that  he  should  be 
excluded  from  private  practice  ? — I  think  there  are  cer- 
tainly a  considerable  number  of  cases  where  that  would  be 
of  advantage. 

1312.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  That  would  be  in  large  towns — it 
would  not  apply  in  country  districts  ? — No,  it  would  not 
apply  in  country  districts  at  all. 

1313.  You  have  referred  to  the  cost  of  antiseptic 
dressings.  Can  you  give  us  any  information  as  to  the 
difference  in  time  it  takes  now  to  vaccinate  under  the 
present  system  where  antiseptic  dressings  and  procedure 
are  carried  out,  and  the  old  system  before  the  Act  of  1898, 
when  no  such  precautions  were  required  ? — In  the  old 
times  I  had  my  station  in  Rochester  Row  at  the  dispensary 
there,  and  I  could  easily  vaccinate  twenty  children  there 
in  an  hour.  I  could  have  done  more  quite  easily,  anything 
from  ten  to  twenty,  and  at  the  same  time  teach  the  students 
who  came  there.  But  now  I  find  that  I  cannot  do  more 
than  about  four  vaccinations  in  an  hour.  I  think  oc- 
casionally I  may  have  done  more,  but  I  have  several 
times  pulled  myself  up  to  take  a  sample  hour,  and  I  find 
that  the  average  of  these  cases  works  out  at  abjut  four 
vaccinations  in  the  hour.  Of  course  I  can  pay  more  visits 
for  inspection — I  can  do  the  inspection  in  half  the  time — I 
can  inspect  eight  or  so  in  the  hour  if  I  go  straight  round 
to  them.  Under  the  old  system  I  did  the  twenty  vaccina- 
tions and  twenty  inspections  all  in  the  one  hour. 

1314  With  reference  to  out-of-pocket  expenses,  does 
the  cost  of  the  antiseptic  dressings  make  very  much 
difference  ? — That  depends  altogether  on  the  kind  of 
dressings  that  one  uses.  It  may  be  anything  from — I 
know  some  where  it  will  be  from  4d.  to  6d.  a  case  ;  in  my 
case  I  do  not  suppose  the  cost  is  more  to  me  than  2d.  or  3d. 
a  case — that  is  the  cost  of  dressings. 

1315.  Coming  to  another  point — the  Guardians  of  the 
St.  George's  Union  have  voluntarily  given  you,  throughout 
the  whole  time  that  the  Act  has  been  in  operation,  larger 
fees  than  the  minimum  fees  under  the  Act  ? — Yes. 

1316.  Then  presumably  they  are  satisfied  with  the 
fees  as  they  now  stand,  because  they  could  have  given 
less  if  they  had  chosen  to  do  so  ? — I  think  so ;  I  do  not 
know  whether  they  have  expressed  any  opinion  to  the 
contrary.  A  resolution  came  before  them  some  time  ago 
suggesting  that  the  fees  should  be  lowered,  but  I  do  not 
know  whether  they  approved  of  it  or  not.  Whether  they 
did  so  or  not  in  this  particular  instance  they  would 
probably  be  led  by  a  Committee,  and  it  would  depend 
upon  the  number  of  anti-vaccinationists  on  that  Com- 
mittee how  far  that  would  go. 

1317.  They  pay  those  fees  to  all  the  public  vaccinators 
in  the  St.  George's  Union  ? — To  all  of  us.  Yes. 

1318.  You  stated  that  if  the  fees  were  not  excessive 
in  your  district  they  would  not  be  excessive  in  any  district 
in  London  ? — That  was  my  opinion.  I  think  my  district 
is  compact,  and  under  all  the  circumstances  is  a  fair 
sample  of  most. 

1319.  Do  you  make  that  suggestion  because  the  fees  art1 
payable  out  of  the  Common  Poor  Fund,  because  it  may 
be  thought  that  St.  George's,  being  a  very  rich  union, 
they  could  afford  to  pay  higher  fees  than  a  union  in 
another  part  of  London  where  the  union  was  not  so  rich 
—the  rateable  value  of  the  union  is  not  so  high  ? — I  know 
that  the  whole  of  the  payments  are  made  out  of  the 
Common  Poor  Fund ;  but  my  own  idea  has  been  that 
the  determining  question  as  to  the  fees  paid  has  been 
rather  the  amount  of  anti- vaccination  sentiment  that  there 
may  be  in  any  particular  Board  of  Guardians.  That 
has  been  my  idea. 

1320.  Then  there  is  another  point.  I  suppose  a  medicals 
man  practising,  we  will  say,  in  the  district  around  here, 
would  expect  to  make  more  than  a  man  practising  in 
Hoxton  ? — The  expenses  would  be  very  much  greater — 
on  the  whole,  expenses  would  be  greater  in  a  district  in  the 
West  End  than  in  the  East  End. 

1321.  And,  therefore,  it  would  be  reasonable  to  pay  a 
higher  fee  for  the  attendance  in  the  West  End  than  in 
the  East  ? — Yes.  I  should  think  so.  I'y'fM 

1322.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  In  what  respect  are  the  expenses 
greater  ? — The  house  rent  is  greater,  the  cost  of  living 
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Dr.  Cope.  is  greater,  the  total  expenses  are  greater,  I  take  it,  in  a 
district  like  this  than  in  many  districts  of  London.  I 
cannot  say  to  what  extent ;  but  I  know  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  difference  in  the  cost  of  living  between  Westminster, 
and  Wandsworth,  and  Battersea — that  is  a  matter  that 
I  know. 

1323.  (Mr.  Lithibij.)  What  was  the  domiciliary  fee  for 
vaccination  in  the  St.  George's  LTnion  under  the  old 
system,  do  you  remember  ? — No.  I  do  not  know.  I 
think  it  would  be  2s.  6d. 

1324.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  You  were  a  public  vaccinator 
under  the  old  Act  ? — Yes,  but  I  ne  ver  had  any  domiciliary 
vaccination  under  the  old  Act. 

1325.  The  stational  fee  was  2s.  6d.  ? — Yes. 

1326.  Was  there  any  domiciliary  vaccination  under 
the  old  Act  ? — No,  I  had  none. 

1327.  (Mr.  Lithibt/.)  The  domiciliary  fee  under  the 
old  Act  was  Is.  6d.  ? — Is.  6d.  was  it  ?  I  had  never  to 
claim  that  fee. 

1328.  You  never  had  any  domiciliary  vaccination  under 
the  old  system  at  all  ? — No. 

1329.  It  has  been  suggested  to  the  Committee  that  a 
lower  fee  than  5s.  might  be  fixed  as  the  minimum,  if  they 
were  arranged  for  a  distance,  we  will  say,  within  a  mile 
of  the  vaccinator's  residence,  and  a  larger  fee,  we  will 
say,  from  a  mile  to  two  miles  of  the  public  vaccinator's 
residence.  Do  you  think  that  would  be  an  equitable 
arrangement  ? — It  would  not  affect  me  in  the  least  here, 
because  all  my  work  is  within  a  mile  ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
my  district  goes  higher  up  into  the  clouds  than  some 
others — I  have  to  go  higher — it  would  not  spread  out 
the  buildings  I  have  to  visit. 

1330.  I  had  that  in  my  mind  when  I  was  asking  the 
question  just  now.  Your  district  is  small  and  very 
compact,  but  it  does  go  up  into  the  air,  and  if  you  have, 
as  I  should  think,  to  climb  three  or  four  pairs  of  stairs 
you  would  really  have  more  difficulty  and  do  more  work 
physically  than  if  you  walked  half-a-mile  ? — I  feel  that 
is  the  effect  it  has  upon  me. 

1331.  Much  less  if  you  drove  half-a-mile.  Speaking 
for  any  other  metropolitan  union  that  you  are  acquainted 
with,  would  you  think  it  would  be  equitable  to  have  a 
minimum  fee  of  3s.  per  case  within  a  mile  of  the  vac- 
cinator's residence,  4s.  per  case  within  two  miles  of  the 
public  vaccinator's  residence,  and  5s.  per  case  where  the 
distance  exceeds  two  miles,  and  does  not  exceed  three, 
and  so  on.  How  does  that  strike  you  ? — 1  am  afraid  it 
meets  me  prejudiced  against  it  from  the  first — that  is  the 
difficulty.  I  feel  myself  that  if  my  district  were  to  be 
widened  out  

1332.  Take  Wandsworth,  for  instance,  that  is  con- 
siderably more  scattered  than  your  own.  You  know 
Wandsworth,  I  gather.  Would  you  think  that  would  be 
an  equitable  arrangement  for  Wandsworth  ? — No,  I  do 
not.  It  may  be  equitable  to  graduate,  but  I  question 
whether  the  minimum  would  be  an  equitable  minimum, 
considering  what  the  public  vaccinator  has  to  do. 

1333.  It  would,  of  course,  be  open  to  the  Guardians  to 
give  a  higher  minimum  ? — Yes. 

1334.  Now  supposing  that  that  fee  were  paid  and  you 
had  fixity  of  tenure,  do  you  think  that  would  be  an 
equitable  arrangement  ?  Under  fixity  of  tenure  you  would, 
of  course,  be  entitled  to  superannuation.  Assuming  that 
■a  public  vaccinator  was  entitled  to  superannuation,  and 
was  paid  a  fee  of  3s.  within  one  mile  and  a  graduated 
fee  beyond  that  distance,  do  you  think  that  would  be 
a  more  equitable  arrangement  than  the  present  system, 
under  which  5s.  is  paid  for  cases  done  close  to  your  house 
and  no  more  for  cases  at  the  extreme  part  of  your  district  ? 
—I  feel  that  it  would  be  really  more  equitable  if  the  fixity 
of  tenure  were  part  of  the  appointment  of  the  public 
vaccinator  as  he  is  now,  without  any  conditions  further. 
That  is  the  way  in  which  it  appears  to  me,  and  yet,  at 
the  same  time,  I  do  not  think,  answering  the  question 
just  as  it  is  put,  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  sufficient  to 
take  that  as  a  vaccination  fee  unless  there  were  an  increase 
in  the  visiting  fee. 

1335.  I  do  not  quite  follow  that  ? — I  feel  that  if  there 
is  to  be  

1336.  Do  you  suggest  that  there  should  be  no  lower  fee 
than  that  at  present  paid  ? — Yes — than  the  present 
minimum  ;  yes,  I  suggest  that. 


1337.  Leaving  the  primary  vaccinations  and  dealing 
with  re-vaccinations.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  fair  to 
require  all  persons  desiring  to  be  re-vaccinated  to  attend 
at  a  station  instead  of  as  at  present  giving  them  tbf' 
opportunity  of  requiring  you  to  go  to  their  houses  ? — 1 
think  in  the  majority  of  cases  those  who  apply  for  publk 
vaccination  might  come  to  some  station  or  some  plac 
of  that  kind  ;  but  in  my  own  case  there  have  not  been 
a  very  large  number  of  re- vaccinations  at  home.  Mos; 
of  them  have  been  done  at  stations  or  at  my  surgery. 

1338.  Did  the  Guardians  of  the  St.  George's  Union 
open  stations  for  re-vaccination  during  the  smallpox 
epidemic  ? — They  opened  a  station  in  the  January  of 
the  epidemic  and  kept  it  open  until  April,  but  of  course 
for  three  months  before  that  

1339.  Did  the  public  avail  themselves  of  the  station 
to  any  extent  ? — Yes,  in  the  beginning. 

1340.  Have  you  found  that  people  who  can  apparently 
afford  to  pay  for  their  own  vaccination  avail  themselves- 
largely  of  your  services  as  public  vaccinator  ? — I  ap- 
prehend a  considerable  number  of  them  were  able  to 
pay  and  were  wishful  to  pay,  some  of  them — rather 
wishful  to  pay. 

1341.  But  they  have  come  to  you  as  public  vaccinator 
and  been  vaccinated  at  the  public  expense  ? — Yes. 

1342.  (Chairman.)  If  they  were  wishful  to  pay,  why 
did  they  not  come  as  private  patients  '! — It  was  to  get 
the  Government  lymph. 

1343.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  It  has  been  suggested  by  previous 
witnesses  that  the  Government  lymph  should  be  supplied 
to  every  practitioner,  and  that  every  practitioner  should 
be  allowed  to  vaccinate  at  the  public  expense  ? — Per- 
sonally, I  look  upon  that  as  unworkable — as  a  system 
of  national  vaccination. 

1344.  Assuming  that  it  is  workable,  would  you  agree 
with  it  ?  The  idea  underlying  the  suggestion  is  that  if 
every  medical  man  were  paid  by  the  State  or  by  the  local 
authority  for  vaccinating  it  would  be  done  cheaper  ? — 
Yes,  but  things  that  are  cheap  are  sometimes  

1345.  Your  suggestion  is  that  it  would  not  be  so  well 
done  ? — The  absolute  certainty  in  my  mind  is  that  if  you 
replace  a  skilled  service  by  an  unskilled  (using  this  term 
not  in  an  offensive  way,  but  simply  as  distinguishing  the 
public  vaccinator  who  devotes  his  whole  time  from  the 
man  who  only  vaccinates  occasionally)  you  would  certainly 
not  get  an  efficient  system  of  public  vaccination. 

1346.  (Chairman.)  Do  you  come  across  many  cases  of 
private  pi  actitioners  vaccinating  the  public  for  a  low  fee  ? 
— I  frequently  come  across  cases  where  parents  have  been 
three  times  to  a  private  practitioner  and  have  paid  half -a  - 
crown  each  time  for  the  vaccination  and  it  has  failed  each 
time.  I  have  met  with  cases  where  I  know  that  the 
private  practitioner  leaves  his  lymph  lying  about  for 
weeks  in  open  tubes. 

1347.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  They  apply  no  antiseptic  dress- 
ings ? — Nothing  of  the  kind. 

1348.  (Chairman.)  What  would  the  fee  of  those  gentle- 
men be  ? — Half-a-crown  for  each  operation. 

1349.  Would  you  be  surprised  to  hear  that  we  have  had 
evidence  that  it  can  be  done  for  6d.? — Oh,  I  should  not  be 
surprised  at  anything.  In  my  own  district,  and  that  is 
better  than  some,  I  have  known  of  cases  of  that  kind.  We 
have  a  large  number  of  cases  that  are  insusceptible.  A  large 
amount  of  private  vaccination  is  extremely  imperfect,  and 
I  come  across  case  after  case  where  children  are  said  to 
have  been  vaccinated  unsuccessfully  three  times  by  their 
own  doctor,  who  took  perfectly  well  when  the  public 
vaccinator  vaccinated  them. 

1350.  I  would  like  to  ask  you  if  you  would  give  me  in- 
formation on  the  following  point.  You  complained  that 
the  public  vaccinators  had  their  private  practice  dislo- 
cated during  epidemic  times  by  the  demands  for  vaccina- 
tion and  re-vaccination.  Do  you  think  it  would  be  satis- 
factory to  the  public  vaccinators  generally  if  the  re- 
vaccination,  in  epidemic  times,  that  is  to  say,  the  abnormal 
re -vaccination  were  in  the  hands  of  the  medical  officer  of 
health.  He  would  have  a  certain  facility  for  vaccinating 
contacts,  since  he  has  to  notify ;  he  would  take  these  off 
the  hands  of  the  public  vaccinators,  who  would  do  the 
routine  work.    Is  that  a  thing  likely  to  commend  itself  to 
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the  public  vaccinators,  as  saving  them  from  the  dislocation 
of  their  private  practice  ? — But  in  epidemic  times  the 
extra  work  does  not  depend  on  the  contacts,  it  depends  on 
the  panic  re-vaccination. 

1351.  But  if  the  stations  are  open  at  a  given  hour  it 
does  not  dislocate  his  practice  so  much  as  being  summoned 
late  at  night,  or  as  being  summoned  to  re-vaccinate  in 
lodging  houses  and  such  places  ? — If  the  stations  were 
open  at  certain  times— — 

1352.  Do  you  suggest  their  being  opened? — I  do 
suggest  their  being  opened.  I  did  not  suggest  it  in  this 
case  because  the  Guardians  were  averse  to  do  anything  at 
all.  They  would  not  even  publish  the  names  of  the 
public  vaccinators — that  they  left  for  the  City  Council 
to  do.  The  Guardians  were  averse  to  taking  any  action 
at  all,  because  it  would  create  a  panic ;  not  a  single 
notice  was  given  to  the  public  by  the  Guardians  of  my 
residence  except  the  names  on  the  boards  at  the  church 
doors. 

1353.  Yon  expressed  a  wish  to  go  back  to  stational 
vaccination  and  leave  domiciliary  vaccinations  alone  ?— 
Yes,  that  is  a  matter  of  purely  personal  convenience. 

1354.  Not  the  public  convenience  ? — No,  I  speak 
purely  in  an  individual  capacity  there  ;  that  might  not 
apply  to  any  other  public  vaccinator  in  the  metropolis. 

1355.  The  number  of  births  in  your  district  is  a  little 
over  1,000,  is  it  not  ?— Yes. 

1356.  And  with  efficient  vaccination  I  suppose  you 
secure  pretty  well  800  of  those  successfully  vaccinated, 
don't  you  ? — I  vaccinated  myself  between  600  and  700, 
about  600  I  should  say. 

1357.  That  is  about  twelve  a  week,  is  it  not  ? — Twelve 
a  week,  I  suppose. 

1358.  So  that  in  normal  times  your  vaccination  cannot 
be  said  to  interfere  at  all  with  your  private  practice,  can 
it  ?  Only  in  epidemic  times  ? — In  epidemic  times  it 
does  largely,  in  normal  times  not  nearly  to  such  an  extent. 

1359.  Up  to  June,  1901,  the  Guardians  fixed  the  fees  at 
2s.,  6s.  and  3s.  6d.,  and  then  in  June,  1901,  they  were 
reduced- — under  a  fresh  contract,  I  suppose  ?— The 
contract  was  endorsed  with   fresh  fees. 

1360.  Was  that  a  mutual  arrangement  or  were  there 
any  special  circumstances  leading  up  to  that  ? — There 
were  no  special  circumstances,  except  that  the  first  fees 
were  arranged  on  condition  that  at  the  end  of  twelve 
months  it  should  be  open  to  fresh  contract.  We  had  a 
conference  and  it  was  made  2s.  6d.  and  5s.,  but  after- 
wards altered  to  Is.  9d.  and  5s.  3d.,  2s.  and  6s.  were  the 
original  fees,  and  then  2s.  and  5s.  were  proposed,  but  the 
Local  Government  Board  said  the  first  fee  must  not  be 
more  than  one-third  of  the  second,  so  they  were  altered  to 
Is.  9d.  and  5s.  3d. 

1361.  You  have  given  us  figures  for  the  two  years 
1896-7.  You  say  that  there  were  1,690  vaccinations  and 
45  re-vaccinations ;  the  fees  for  the  public  vaccinator 
were  £129,  and  for  the  vaccination  officer  £288.  What 
would  be  the  explanation  of  those  figures — the  vaccination 


officer  getting  so  much  more  than  the  public  vaccinator  ?  /jr_  Cope. 
— The  vaccination  officer  has  to  deal  with — that  I  cannot 
say  at  all. 

1362.  It  is  an  extraordinary  proportion  ? — Yes,  the 
vaccination  officer  does  not  get  by  any  means  the  minimum 
fees  in  our  union  now. 

1363.  The  Guardians  paid  postages  in  1897— before  the 
Act  ? — Yes,  but  not  since. 

1364.  Do  you  know  what  the  vaccination  officer's  fees 
are  in  St.  George's  ? — No. 

1365.  There  are  two  fees,  you  know  ? — I  think  for  each 
case  finally  accounted  for — I  fancy  the  fee  must  be  half-a- 
crown. 

1366.  The  minimum  fees  are  3d.  and  9d.  ? — I  know  he 
gets  very  much  more  than  the  minimum,  but  I  cannot 
say  exactly. 

1367.  Then  I  notice  that  whereas  the  St.  George's 
Guardians  used  to  pay  postages  they  do  not  pay  postages 
now  ? — No. 

1368.  And  they  do  not  pay  legal  expenses  ? — No,  they 
have  not  been  applied  to  to  do  so. 

1369.  Is  that  a  mutual  arrangement  ? — Not  a  mutual 
arrangement,  but  an  arrangement  on  the  part  of  the 
vaccination  officer  so  as  to  avoid  raising  any  difficulty 
with  the  Guardians. 

1370.  What  is  the  effect  of  that  arrangement  upon  the 
vaccination  generally  ?  Does  it  assist  or  retard  it  ? — 
Well  it  prevented  the  question  being  raised  in  the  begin- 
ning at  the  meetings  of  the  Guardians.  At  one  time 
there  was  a  good  deal  of  strong  opposition  on  the  part  of 
two  or  three  members  of  the  Board  of  Guardians ;  and 
rather  than  have  any  question  raised  with  regard  to  legal 
expenses  the  vaccination  officer  said,  "  I  will  just  take 
the  whole  thing  through  myself." 

1371.  From  your  own  experience  does  he  resort  to 
legal  assistance  to  the  extent  that  is  desirable  ? — I  think 
his  returns  are  sufficient  to  show  that  he  has  practically 
the  lowest  default  in  the  metropolis. 

1372.  With  reference  to  your  attendance  upon 
children  after  vaccination,  you  spoke  of  having  been  called 
in  to  a  child  five  months  old,  the  child  having  been 
vaccinated  at  six  weeks.  Was  that  a  case  arising  from 
vaccination  at  all  ? — No,  not  in  the  least. 

1373.  And  you  were  not  bound  to  attend  that  case  ? — 
No,  oh  no. 

1374.  You  say  that  your  remuneration  as  district 
medical  officer  averages  about  2s.  a  visit  ? — Yes. 

1375.  Does  that  include  your  visit  to  the  dispensary  ?  — 
Yes,  I  count  that  as  an  attendance. 

1376.  In  your  experience  have  you  known  of  parents 
in  considerable  numbers  expressing  a  preference  for 
vaccination  at  the  stations  ? — No,  not  in  considerable 
numbers.  I  have  occasionally  met  with  old  ladies  whose 
children  and  grandchildren  have  been  taken  to  the,, 
stations  and  they  have  said  they  preferred  it, 


Dr.  Arthur  Drury,  called  ;  and  Examined. 


1377.  (Chairman.)  Dr.  Drury,  you  are,  I  believe,  Public 
Vaccinator  in  the  Halifax  Uuion  ?— Yes. 

1378.  You  are  also  Honorary  Secretary  of  the  Repre- 
sentative Council  of  Public  Vaccinators  of  the  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire  ? — Yes,  sir,  and,  may  I  add,  District 
Medical  Officer  for  the  No.  1  District  of  Halifax. 

1379.  Your  evidence  is  on  behalf  of  the  public  vacci- 
nators of  the  urban  districts  of  England  and  Wales  ? — Yes, 
air. 

1380.  You  have,  I  understand,  some  returns  made  by 
public  vaccinators  in  urban  districts  ? — Yes,  I  have,  sir. 

1381.  Will  you  put  those  in  ? — I  shall  be  very  pleased  to 
put  them  in  if  they  are  of  any  use  whatever.  If  they  could 
be  returned  to  us  we  should  be  glad. 


1382.  Under  what  headings  do  they  go  ? — There  are  Dr.  Drury. 
some  very  important  questions  answered  there.  There 

are  two  Forms,  A.  and  B.    That  is  a  sample  one. 

1383.  Are  these  compiled  after  consultation  with  the 
clerk  of  your  union  ?  I  mean  to  say  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  have  asked  for  returns  upon  some  points 
referred  to  here.  I  would  suggest  that  some  of  these  are 
included  in  this  return  ? — Some  of  the  figures  are,  but  the 
whole  of  the  questions  in  the  second  Form  are  not. 

1384.  They  are  from  your  own  experience  ? — I  have 
pretty  well  digested  them  myself,  and  I  have  also  put  in 
a  condensed  table  from  these  returns.  They  represent 
the  experience  of  over  300  public  vaccinators  in  various 
parts  of  the  country. 

1385.  What  conclusion  do  you  gather  from  these  re- 
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Dr.  Drury.  turns  ?— I  gather  that  they  show  an  enormous  amount  of 
increase  of  work  done  under  the  provisions  of  the  new  Act, 
first  in  regard  to  primary  vaccinations,  enormous  of  course 
in  the  total  amount  of  work  done.  The  duties  in 
connection  with  each  individual  vaccination  are  very 
enormously  increased.  Then  practically  the  whole  of  the 
re- vaccination  represents  extra  work.  The  returns  will 
show  that  in  earlier  years  there  was  no  re-vaccination,  the 
large  amount  of  re-vaccination  comes  in  in  later  years. 

1386.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  That  is  due  to  smallpox  ?— Yes, 
and  to  the  new  provision  which  the  Act  makes  especially 
providing  for  re-vaccination  by  the  public  vaccinator. 

1387.  (Chairman.)  Do  these  returns  give  any  particular 
evidence,  apart  from  what  we  have  heard  from  Dr.  Cope, 
with  regard  to  the  additional  work  entailed  under  the  new 
Order  upon  public  vaccinators,  and  the  care  required  in 
carrying  out  the  orders  of  the  Board,  and  so  on  ? — They 
confirm  in  every  detail  what  Dr.  Cope  has  said.  I  can 
quickly  go  over  these  annexed  series  of  figures,  if  you  like. 

1388.  If  there  is  any  point  that  he  has  not  touched  upon 
that  is  set  forth  in  these  returns,  perhaps  you  will  set 
it  forth  ? — I  am  not  quite  sure  I  know  which  points  Dr. 
Cope  has  touched  upon.  I  was  not  giving  that  attention 
to  his  evidence  which  I  should  have  given  had  I  known  that 
it  would  make  any  modification  in  what  I  had  to  say. 

1389.  Well,  we  may  say  that,  in  your  opinion,  the  work 
has  increased  considerably  ? — Very  largely,  indeed.  The 
performance  of  the  vaccination  itself,  each  individual 
vaccination,  requires  much  more  time  than  under  the 
old  regulations.  Then  a  very  large  amount  of  work  is 
done  for  which  there  is  no  remuneration,  e.g. — 

(a)  Repeated  visits  to  offer  vaccination  : 

1.  Where  postponement  is  compulsory. 

2.  Where  people  express  wish  for  a  more  convenient 

visit. 

3.  Where  people  are  not  at  home  on  calling. 

4.  Very  large  amount  of  time  and  expense  involved 

in  this  manner. 

(b)  When  the  vaccination  is  unsuccessful  the 
operation  has  to  be  repeated,  generally  on  a  subse- 
quent visit,  and  a  further  visit  for  inspection  is 
required. 

(c)  Attendances  on  cases  after  inspection  due  to 
disturbances  or  minor  ailments  of  a  transitory  nature 
attributed  to  vaccination. 

(d)  Attendance  on  cases  where  there  is  some 
ailment  concurrent  with  vaccination,  and  alleged  by 
the  parent  to  be  caused  by  vaccination. 

Also  the  clerical  work  is  very  great  and  of  an  exacting 
nature.  In  many  cases  assistance  is  required  to  carry 
out  this  part  of  the  work.  The  clerical  work  to  be  done 
can  best  be  illustrated  by  producing  together  the  various 
iorms  to  be  filled  in  and  the  entries  in  register,  etc.,  which 
have  to  be  made.  This  work  has  to  be  done  in  many 
cases  late  at  night,  after  the  fatigue  of  a  busy  day.  Con- 
siderable expense  is  incurred  by  the  public  vaccinator 
in  discharging  his  duties,  in  providing  dressings,  postages, 
means  of  locomotion,  and  deputies  and  assistants  in  time 
of  scare.  Loss  of  practice  can  in  many  cases  be  directly 
attributed  to  the  appointment  itself  :  (a)  owing  to  the 
large  amount  of  time  occupied  by  the  duties  of  the  post 
interfering  with  prompt  attention  to  private  work  ;  and 
(b)  owing  undoubtedly  in  some  cases  to  the  unpopularity 
induced  locally  by  holding  the  appointment.  Many  re- 
vaccinations  are  performed  at  the  surgery,  which  is  made 
a  place  of  public  convenience — it  is  practically  a  vaccina- 
tion station,  but  no  allowance  is  made  for  this.  Many 
:fees  are  lost  to  the  public  vaccinator  owing  to  the  fact  that 
the  regulations  of  the  Local  Government  Board  very 
properly  require  an  efficient  standard  of  vaccination.  In 
every  part  of  the  country,  as  shown  by  these  returns,  the 
public  vaccinator's  experience  is  that  a  large  amount  of 
vaccination  is  done  by  local  practitioners,  who  only  aim 
at  securing  one  or  at  most  two  vesicles.  This  enables 
the  people  to  obtain  a  certificate  which  at  present  satisfies 
the  law.  It  would  be  more  profitable  to  the  country  if 
these  cases  were  properly  done  and  properly  paid  for.  In 
order  to  show  at  a  glance  one  or  two  striking  features 
obtained  from  these  returns,  I  have  prepared  a  table, 
which  I  have  called  Appendix  A.  (SeeAppendix,  No.  X  VII. ) 
It  shows  a  comparison  between  the  amount  of  work  done 
by  fifty  public  vaccinators  in  various  parts  of  the  country 


in  the  years  1898  and  1900.  Many  of  the  places  selected 
are  notorious  for  their  anti-vaccination  tendencies.  It 
further  indicates  the  enormous  increase  in  the  work  to 
be  done  by  public  vaccinators  when  smallpox  is  prevalent. 
It  is  known  that  at  these  times  many  persons,  who  have 
previously  regarded  the  expense  of  vaccination  as  money 
wasted,  are  to  be  found  amongst  those  who  avail 
themselves  of  the  protection  when  the  danger  is  near. 

1390.  Will  you  tell  us  what  you  have  to  say  with  regard 
to  the  treatment  of  public  vaccinators  by  Boards  of 
Guardians  in  the  matter  of  remuneration.  We  are  anxious 
to  have  evidence  on  that  point  ? — In  my  own  union, 
where  my  district  has  been  once  or  twice  enlarged,  the 
population  has  very  largely  increased,  and  the  rateable 
value  has  gone  up.  About  eighteen  months  ago  my 
district  was  enlarged,  an  addition  was  made  to  the  area 
of  my  district,  and  new  duties  were  imposed  upon  me, 
because  the  union  hospital  was  moved  into  a  separate 
block  a  mile  away  from  the  union  itself.  A  notice  came  to 
me  from  the  clerk  that  they  would  require  me  to  do 
certain  additional  duties.  Still,  my  salary  as  District 
Medical  Officer  remains  the  same  as  it  was  as  far  back  as 
the  records  of  the  Guardians  can  be  traced.  Practically 
I  sort  out  the  patients  I  have  to  certify  in  my  own  case, 
as  to  whether  they  have  to  go  to  the  infirmary  or  the 

1391.  That  is  your  duty  as  medical  officer  ? — For  con- 
venience, seeing  that  the  hospital  is  now  a  mile  away, 
they  are  sent  to  me  to  distinguish  whether  they  are  able- 
bodied  or  not. 

1392.  But  you  are  alluding  to  your  duties  as  district 
medical  officer,  not  as  public  vaccinator  ? — I  am,  but  I 
am  coming  to  that  in  a  moment,  when  I  have  referred  to 
these  new  duties.  I  did  not  think  it  would  be  any  use 
making  any  application  for  any  increase  of  salary  at  all, 
although  I  am  quite  convinced  that  a  number  of  the 
Guardians  consider  that  the  remuneration  is  not  sufficient. 

1393.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Your  suggestion  is  that  they  think 
you  are  paid  so  well  for  vaccination  that  they  won't  pay 
you  what  you  think  you  ought  to  get  as  medical  officer  ? — 
Yes,  they  will  not  even  consider  such  circumstances  as  I 
have  pointed  out,  even  though  additional  duties  have 
been  cast  upon  me. 

1394.  (Chairman.)  They  put  extra  duties  upon  you 
because  they  think  you  are  overpaid  as  public  vaccinator  ? 
— I  would  not  suggest  that  they  put  them  on  for  that 
reason,  but  having  put  them  on  they  decline  to  pay  me 
because  they  think  I  am  well  paid  for  vaccination  work. 

1395.  You  wish  to  direct  attention  to  the  additional 
duties  which  the  public  vaccinator  is  called  upon  to  per- 
form during  an  epidemic  of  smallpox  ? — That  is  rather 
leaving  the  subject  of  the  treatment  by  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, is  it  not  ? 

1396.  Have  you  anything  further  to  say  upon  that  ? — 
In  further  illustration  of  this  point,  this  year  the  question 
of  remuneration  of  district  medical  officers  was  gone  into, 
and  a  return  was  made  of  the  payments  made  to  district 
medical  officers,  and  emphasis  was  placed  on  the 
vaccination  fees,  but  the  return  for  vaccination  fees  was 
for  the  year  1903,  up  to  the  summer,  and  was  two  or  three 
times  the  normal  amount  paid,  and  yet  they  set  that  as 
an  average  payment  against  the  district  medical  officers 
when  they  were  considering  their  remuneration,  whereas 
it  was  a  very  exceptional  payment. 

1397.  Does  that  exhaust  what  you  have  to  say  on  the 
subject  of  treatment  of  public  vaccinators  by  Boards  of 
Guardians  in  the  matter  of  remuneration  ?  If  so,  we  will 
pass  on  to  the  next.  You  wish  to  direct  attention  to  the 
additional  duties  which  the  public  vaccinator  is  called 
upon  to  perform  during  an  epidemic  of  smallpox  ? — Yes, 
sir,  my  own  experience  during  the  first  six  months  of  this 
year,  when  smallpox  was  prevalent  in  Halifax,  clearly 
convinces  me  that,  although  the  amount  I  received  in 
fees  was  relatively  larger  than  in  ordinary  circumstances, 
still  the  payment  was  by  no  means  excessive,  and  did  not 
compensate  me  for  the  hard  work  I  was  called  upon  to 
perform.  Most  of  the  re-vaccinations  were  contact 
cases — the  sanitary  authorities  very  properly  wished  for 
prompt  attention,  and  often  at  very  inconvenient  times. 
Whilst  the  people  themselves,  although  in  many  cases 
previous  objectors,  showed  much  impatience  if  there  was 
the  [east  delay  from  unavoidable  causes,  such  as  want 
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-of  lymph,  or  pressure  of  work,  f  rom  December  last  it 
-was  necessary  to  devote  time  to  vaccination  on  Sundays 
as  well  as  week-days,  and  I  have  often  been  vaccinating 
up  to  9  or  10  o'clock  at  night.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
I  was  vaccinating  on  Christmas  Day  and  on  New  Year's 
Day.  The  payment  received  is  at  precisely  the  same 
rate  as  for  ordinary  work.  No  working  man  would 
tolerate  a  system  of  payment  which  does  not— as  this  does 
not— recognise  the  extraordinary  nature  of  the  work. 
During  such  periods  there  is  much  dislocation  of  one's 
ordinary  work.  There  are  undoubted  abstentions  from 
the  surgery,  and  a  falling  off  of  calls  to  visit  on  the  part 
of  one's  ordinary  patients,  because  of  the  timidity  and  fear 
of  infection  on  the  part  of  many  people  who  know  that 
one's  duties  as  public  vaccinator  bring  one  into  contact 
with  smallpox.  And  here  I  may  mention  one  or  two 
points  which  arose  in  my  mind  during  the  time  that 
questions  were  being  put  to  Dr.  Cope  on  this  subject ;  for 
instance,  as  to  whether  the  medical  officer  of  health  could, 
or  rather  would,  be  able  to  perform  the  duties  of  public 
vaccinator  at  such  times.  Undoubtedly  and  certainly, 
taking  the  case  of  the  recent  epidemic  in  Halifax,  it  would 
have  been  quite  impossible  for  the  medical  officer  of 
health  himself  to  have  performed  the  vaccination. 

1398.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Or  his  assistant  ?— I  do  not 
know  that  he  has  an  assistant — he  has  no  assistant  that 
I  am  aware  of  at  all— he  may  have  a  deputy,  who  acts 
when  he  is  on  a  holiday. 

1399.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  It  is  a  question  of  what  he  might 
have.  The  question  is  whether  an  assistant  medical 
officer  can  be  appointed  who  would  take  some  of  this  work 
— that  is  the  point  ? — An  assistant  medical  officer  to  do 
the  work  temporarily  ? 

1400.  The  question  was  asked  to  bring  out  your  opinion 
<or  that  of  Dr.  Cope)  on  the  point  whether,  if  there  was  an 
assistant  medical  officer,  he  could  do  the  work  of  public 
vaccinator  ?— I  should  th'nk  it  would  be  undesirable  to 
associate  the  work  of  the  two  posts  in  that  way.  If,  how- 
ever, an  assistant  were  necessary  I  think  it  would  be  a 
more  reasonable  and  proper  procedure  for  the  public 
vaccinator  to  have  an  assistant. 

1401.  It  was  to  avoid  the  public  vaccinator  losing  his 
private  practice  on  account  of  the  "  timidity  and  fear  " 
which  people  have  of  coming  into  any  connection  with 
""contacts"— the  assistant  medical  officer  you  see  could 
visit  the  contacts  ?— The  medical  officer  of  health  really 
cannot  and  does  not  visit  the  contacts.  I  do  not  think  he 
could  in  a  large  epidemic,  and  certainly  he  does  not  from 
my  experience — it  would  be  impossible. 

1402.  What  is  the  modus  when  a  case  of  smallpox 
occurs  ? — A  case  of  smallpox  occurs  perhaps  during  the 
first  part  of  the  epidemic.  One  first  finds  the  inspector, 
and  he  rings  up  the  public  vaccinator  and  informs  him, 
or  the  medical  officer  of  health  notifies  the  vaccination 
officer,  who  in  turn  informs  the  public  vaccinator 
Daily  a  list  of  the  cases  reported  that  day  were  sent  to  me. 

1403.  As  a  rule,  to  whom  doe?  the  occurrence  of  a  case 
of  smallpox  first  become  known  ? 

1404.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  It  is  notified— the  practitioner 
who  first  detects  it  notifies  it  to  the  medical  officer  of 
health. 

1405.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Then  is  it  not  the  duty  of  the 
medical  officer  of  health  to  go  and  visit  such  contacts  as 
may  be  necessary  ? — When  I  speak  of  contacts — I  may 
mention  the  case  of  a  boy  who  was  moved  a  few  weeks  ago. 
The  boy  had  been  present  in  his  class  at  school  with 
symptoms  of  smallpox,  and  it  got  round  that  there  had 
been  a  case  of  smallpox  in  school.  Some  of  the  other 
children  lived  a  couple  of  miles  away — but  there  was  a 
whole  class  of  what  I  should  call  "  contacts"  in  that  case. 

1406.  What  is  ordinarily  understood  by  contact  cases 
are  cases  who  have  been  immediately  in  contact  with  the 
person  suffering  from  smallpox  in  the  same  house.  Is  not 
that  so  ?  Would  not  the  medical  officer  of  health  be  the 
proper  person  or  the  first  person  to  see  and  re-vaccinate 
these  contact  cases  ? — I  did  not  know  it  was  his  duty  to 
visit  contacts.  Take  the  case  of  a  public  house,  where  a 
man  actually  spends  an  evening  at  a  sing-song  while 
suffering  from  smallpox  in  a  fairly  advanced  stage — 
there  were  a  dozen  or  two  people  there — they  are  all 
contacts.  They  multiply  so  ;  I  don't  see  how  he  possibly 
could. 


1407.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)    It  is  the  duty  of  the  medical  j)r  Drury. 
officer  of  health  to  visit  the  contacts  ? — It  would  be  quite 
impossible — they  multiply  so  quickly. 

1408.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Your  view3  are  not  the  views  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  as  regards  the  duties  of  the 
medical  officer  of  health  ? — I  think  I  said  

1409.  You  are  not  a  medical  officer  of  health  yourself  ? — 
No. 

1410.  You  never  have  been  ? — No. 

1411.  Therefore  you  are  not  acquainted  with  the  duties 
of  a  medical  officer  of  health  ? — No,  I  am  not.  It  seems 
to  me  that  it  would  be  impossible  for  the  medical  officer  to 
visit  the  home  of  every  person  who  has  been  a  contact 
during  an  extensive  epidemic. 

1412.  (Chairman.)  You  say  that  for  a  number  of  years 
before  the  present  Act  came  into  force  the  position  of  the 
public  vaccinator  had  depreciated  very  much  in  value  ? — 
Yes.  I  say  that  during  the  four  years  before  1899  I  myself 
as  public  vaccinator  for  the  whole  of  Halifax  performed  a 
total  of  48  primary  vaccinations,  an  average  of  12  per 
annum,  and  my  remuneration  for  the  four  year;  

1413.  Which  four  years  was  that  ? — The  years  prior  to 
the  new  Act,  up  to  1899,  and  my  remuneration  then  was 
£6  5s.  for  the  four  years.  As  public  vaccinator  during 
the  four  years  since  I  have  vaccinated  a  total  of  1,080 
primary  vaccinations,  an  average  of  270  per  annum, 
showing  an  enormous  increase  in  a  district  where  anti- 
vaccination  propaganda  are  excessively  rife,  and  this 
increase  is  noticeable,  because  these  figures  are  not  affected 
by  the  recent  smallpox  epidemic.  The  figures  that  are 
influenced  by  smallpox  are  not  included.  This  increase 
is  due  entirely  to  the  provisions  of  the  new  Act,  and  is 
unaffected  to  any  extent  by  smallpox. 

1414.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  It  includes  a  considerable 
number  of  arrears,  I  take  it  ? — Yes,  I  can  state  the  number 
of  arrears — the  number  of  defaulters  was  426.  But  that 
increase  is  due  chiefly  to  the  work  of  the  public  vaccina- 
tors, unassisted  in  any  serious  matter  whatever  by  the 
Guardians.  There  has  not  been  either  a  prosecution  or  a 
threat  of  prosecution  until  the  last  few  months,  so  thac 
people  had  begun  to  believe  that  the  law  did  not  apply  to 
Halifax.  Hundreds  of  times  have  I  been  told  myself, 
"  The  law  does  not  apply  to  Halifax."  I  suppose  it  would 
be  owing  to  resolutions  passed  by  the  Board  of  Guardians, 
which  had  been  misunderstood,  at  any  rate. 

1415.  (Chairman.)  How  do  you  account  for  the  general 
movement  in  favour  of  a  reduction  of  the  present  fees  ? — 
I  am  sure  the  people  who  object  to  the  fees  are  the  anti- 
vaccinationists,  and  the  public  is  misled  by  them.  The 
agitation  against  the  fees  is  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
public  and  the  Guardians  themselves  have  no  idea  or 
sufficient  appreciation  of  the  duties  performed.  It  is 
doubtful  whether  the  outcry  against  the  fees  is  really  a 
sincere  desire  for  economy.  There  is  reason  to  believe 
that  it  is  an  attempt  to  depreciate  the  value  of  vaccina- 
tion in  the  minds  of  the  people.  Many  of  those  who 
want  the  fees  reduced  really  want  them  abolished,  and 
would  not  be  satisfied  with  anything  short  of  this. 
Grossly  exaggerated  statements  are  made  as  to  the 
remuneration  of  public  vaccinators.  A  large  and  altogether 
inflated  quarterly  account  is  taken,  multiplied  by  four, 
and  the  statement  is  freely  circulated  and  believed  that 
such  amount  is  the  annual  payment  received  by  the 
public  vaccinator.  In  considering  the  remuneration  of 
public  vaccinators  due  regard  should  be  given  to  the 
value,  to  the  community,  of  services  rendered.  Small- 
pox is  a  source  of  enormous  expense,  and  incalculable 
suffering,  and  may  almost  mean  in  a  given  locality  com- 
mercial ruin.  The  properly  vaccinated  (effected  at  a 
cost  trifling  compared  with  the  cost  of  smallpox)  do  not 
suffer  from  smallpox,  but  they  are  called  upon  to  con- 
tribute to  the  greater  expenditure  on  a  preventible 
disease.  I  can  show  you  the  nature  of  my  own  work. 
On  Form  H  I  get  returned  something  like  1,800  children, 
and  there  will  be  under  2,000  born  in  my  district,  and 
out  of  those  returns  (because  these  figures  here  show 
deferments  as  well  as  regular  cases)  I  do  not  vaccinate 
more  than  7  or  8  per  cent.  I  make  100  visits,  and  93 
of  them  are  practically  los:  to  the  country. 

1416.  What  becomes  of  them  ? — They  are  unaccounted 
for.  I  think  I  can  show  a  was'e  of  money  which  the 
Guardians  could  themselves  save.    For  instance,  I  have 
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Dr.  Drury.  added  the  payment  I  received  in  fou  *  years  since  the  new 
Act  for  vaccination,  for  performing  the  vaccination  itself 
under  the  second  fee.  I  have  added  that  money  to- 
gether, the  5s.  fee  that  is,  and  in  four  years  it  wo  ks  out 
to  a  total  of  £180  10s.  Od.  During  those  same  four  years 
I  received  £766  7s.  4d.  in  fees  altogether.  The  balance 
between  this  sum  and  the  former  comparatively  small 
amount  is  made  up  of  fees  for  what  are  practically  wasted 
visits  and  wasted  work.  If  the  Guardians  would  do  their 
part  of  the  work  we  should  have  a  large  number  of  these 
names  come  in  as  conscientious  objectors,  and  I  should 
g;t  no  fee,  so  that  my  best  friends  have  been  the  anti- 
vaccinators.  I  have  received  a  great  deal  more  for  not 
vaccinating  than  I  have  for  vaccinating.  That  is  partly 
due  to  the  fact  that  the  first  fee  is  a  little  more  than  it 
would  have  b3  n  if  the  Guardians  had  fixed  the  fees. 

1417.  What  is  the  amount  you  get  ? — I  get  Is.  8d.,  which 
was  the  amount  fixed  by  the  Local  Government  Board. 

1418.  And  in  addition  to  that  ? — The  minimum  fee, 
5s.,  and  2s.  6d.  for  re-vaccinations  elsewhere. 

1419.  How  is  it  that  this  large  proportion  escape  ? — 
Because  they  are  not  followed  up. 

1420.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Do  not  the  vaccination  officers 
do  their  duty  ? — He  told  me  that  he  had  cases  which 
would  come  before  the  local  magistrates  this  week,  which 
would  be  the  first  batch  of  cases  under  this  Act,  and  yet 
our  default  is  really  larger  than  in  Keighley  or  Leicester 
or  any  of  those  other  centres  where  the  Act  is  not  working 
smoothly  or  regularly. 

1421.  Is  this  the  first  action  that  has  been  taken  by  the 
vaccination  officers  in  your  union  ? — Certainly. 

1422.  Why  do  they  act  now  ? — I  think  a  little  pressure 
has  been  brought  to  bear  this  summer,  since  the  inspector 
was  round  this  summer.  I  think  they  received  in- 
structions. I  know  the  whole  circumstances  of  the  case. 
The  Guardians,  I  suppose,  received  an  intimation  that 
(hey  had  not  been  carrying  out  the  Act  properly. 

1423.  What  I  mean  is  this — is  it  owing  to  the  instruc- 
tions given  by  the  Board  of  Guardians  that  proceedings 
have  not  been  taken  before  ? — Oh,  yes,  that  has  been 
freely  published  by  rssolution. 

1424.  And  has  been  acted  upon  up  to  the  present 
time  ? — Yes.    They  have  acted  upon  those  instructions. 

1425.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  What  instructions  ? — Resolu- 
1ion  of  the  Board,  tha';  is  the  fact,  for  four  years  that  has 
been  going  on. 

1426.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Your  suggestion  is  that  the  com- 
plaint that  has  been  made  by  the  Guardians  of  the  Halifax 
Union  as  to  the  cost  of  vaccination  is  due  to  the  fact  that 
they  do  not  enforce  vaccination — that  they  pay,  in  fact,  for 
something  they  do  not  get  ? — I  don't  think  they  complain 
of  that — they  rather  wish  to  leave  that  in  the  background. 

1427.  (Chairman.)  Have  the  Guardians  of  your  union 
joined  with  the  Guardians  of  the  Wigan  Union  in  petitioning 
the  Local  Government  Board  ? — They  have  joined  in  a 
general  resolution  for  reducing  the  fees. 

1428.  There  was  a  petition  that  emanated  from  the 
Wigan  Union — was  that  the  one  ? — I  do  not  know  it  by 
name. 

1429.  We  have  that  one  before  us,  and  we  know  what  was 
in  that  ? — I  don't  think  the  members  of  the  Board  have 
any  idea  of  our  duties. 

1430.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  I  expect  the  composition  of 
your  Board  is  purely  anti-vaccinationist,  is  it  not  ? — Almost 
— there  are  members  of  the  Board  who  are  not  anti- 
vaccinationists. 

1431.  (Mr.  Lithiby;)  But  the  majority  are  anti- 
vaccinationists,  and  therefore  they  object  to  vaccination 
at  all  ? — There  has  been  a  considerable  toning  down  this 
year,  and  I  ought  to  say,  in  justice  to  the  Guardians,  that 
this  year,  early  in  the  year,  on  the  appearance  of  one  or  two 
cases  of  smallpox  in  our  own  town  this  Committee  suddenly 
met  and  went  a  great  deal  further  even  than  the  Guardians 
who  were  favourably  disposed  to  vaccination.  As  a  matter 
of  fact  they  immediately  posted  the  whole  town  with  bills 
in  black  and  white,  and  distributed  handbills  with  the 
names  and  addresses  of  the  public  vaccinators  upon  them. 
When  the  scare  came  they  did  show  a  little  more  alertness. 

1432.  (Chairman.)  You  do  not  think  the  fees  paid  for 
vaccination  are  excessive  when  compared  with  the  fee 


paid  for  the  notification  of  a  case  of  infectious  disease  7 — 
I  certainly  think  they  are  not.  Relatively  they  are  small, 
the  fees  paid  for  vaccination,  much  smaller  than  the  fee  foj 
notification. 

1433.  I  think  you  wish  to  lay  before  the  Committee  a 
resolution  passed  by  the  Representative  Council  of  Public 
Vaccinators  for  the  West  Riding  of  Yorkshire  ? — Yes, 
sir,  a  copy  of  that  is  printed  and  can  be  taken  from  my 
proof — 

"  That,  having  regard  to  the  great  advantages 
secured  to  the  community,  and  the  reduction  in  the 
cost  of  smallpox  epidemics  throughout  the  country, 
by  the  influence  of  vaccination,  we  consider  the  ex- 
-  penditure  upon  a  system  of  efficient  vaccination  is 
productive  of  immense  value  to  the  nation. 

"  We  are  convinced  that  the  duties  imposed  by 
law  on  the  public  vaccinator  are  of  such  an  exacting 
and  arduous  nature  that  any  alteration  of  the  fees 
reducing  their  remuneration  would  involve  great 
hardship,  and  would  result  in  an  underpaid  service 
with  its  attendant  evils." 

The  West  Riding  Council  represents  over  200  public 
vaccinators  whose  districts  include  a  population  of  over 
2,750,000  people. 

I  should  like  to  mention  also  that  among  those  who- 
object  to  the  expense  of  vaccination-  a  large  number  are 
perfectly  willing  to  spend  money  for  other  means  of  dealing 
with  smallpox.  Although  they  object  to  vaccination  still 
they  are  prepared  to  expend  money  on  more  extravagant 
and  expensive  methods  of  dealing  with  smallpox,  such  as 
compulsory  quarantine.  I  think  that  postages  should 
certainly  be  paid  for,  seeing  that  some  of  our  vaccination 
certificates  are  stamped.  The  vaccination  certificate  is 
stamped.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  notices  we  have  to 
forward  should  also  be  stamped.  I  hand  in  here  a  complete 
list  of  every  form  that  has  to  be  filled  up  by  the  publie 
vaccinator. 

1434.  What  have  you  to  say  as  to  the  tenure  of  office 
of  a  public  vaccinator  ? — I  think  it  is  an  exceedingly  great 
disability  that  we  suffer  under,  that  on  the  slightest  pro- 
vocation we  can  be  got  rid  of.  I  do  not  think  that  it  is 
a  thing  that  is  usual,  or  likely  to  be  usual,  in  the  districts 
that  I  represent,  but  still  they  can  get  rid  of  us — we  can  be 


1435.  What  do  you  think  would  be  better  terms  ? — 
An  arrangement  similar  to  the  one  that  exists  in  the  case 
of  the  poor  law  medical  officer. 

1436.  Such  as  the  office  of  district  medical  officer  ? — 
Certainly.  In  reference  to  the  advantages  of  domiciliary 
vaccination  I  should  like  to  put  in  my  opinion  very 
strongly  in  favour  of  it.  That  is  my  own  personal  opinion 
from  the  observations  I  have  made  in  very  difficult  dis- 
tricts indeed  where  there  is  an  objection  to  vaccination, 
because  even  in  these  comparatively  large  returns  of  mine 
our  vaccination  is  still  very  bad  ;  but  I  hear  on  every  hand 
expressions  of  satisfaction  with  present  arrangements  as- 
compared  with  the  old,  and  I  think  a  little  careful  working 
of  all  the  provisions  of  the  new  Act  as  they  exist,  with 
gentle  pressure  such  as  is  brought  to  bear  by  the  new  Act 
along  with  domiciliary  vaccination,  is  going  to  be  the 
salvation  of  opposition  to  vaccination.  I  think  it  is  highly 
important  that  parents  should  get  proper  information  on 
the  subject. 

1437.  Do  you  wish  to  put  in  any  other  documents  besides- 
those  you  have  already  put  in  ? — Yes.  I  have  a  few 
extracts  from  verbatim  reports  of  meetings  held,  which 
show  in  an  epitomised  way  what  I.  have  been  saying. 
Thev  are  extracts  from  speeches  made  at  meetings  of 
public  vaccinators.  Most  of  these  meetings  were  held 
before  it  was  known  that  this  Departmental  Inquiry  was 
to  take  place,  and  therefore  what  is  said  here  is  an  en- 
tirely voluntary  and  spontaneous  expression.  It  is  not  the 
outcome  of  any  knowledge  that  anything  was  to  be  done 
in  this  matter  by  the  authorities,  so  that  it  perhaps  carries 
more  weight  than  if  these  meetings  had  been  held  since 
this  Inquiry  began.  In  addition  to  the  extracts  from  the 
speeches  there  are  a  number  of  resolutions  bearing  on 
the  subject.    (See  Appendix,  No.  XVIII.) 

1438.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  May  we  take  it  that  these  are 
representative  of  the  opinions  of  public  vaccinators  all 
over  England  and  Wales  ? — Without  doubt. 

1439.  (Chairman.)    And  as  representing  them  you  have 
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been  asked  to  put  these  opinions  before  us  ? — Most 
certainly,  I  attended  the  meetings  myself  in  the  West 
Riding  and  heard  the  opinions  very  forcefully  expressed. 

1440.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Are  you  in  favour  of  whole 
time  public  vaccinators  ? — I  think  it  would  be  a  great 
advantage  to  the  cause  of  vaccination. 

1441.  Do  you  think  it  would  promote  the  efficiency  of 
vaccination  ? — Most  distinctly  so. 

1442.  And  you  base  that  opinion  partly  on  what  you 
say  here,  that  the  public  vaccinator  loses  his  practice 
through  attending  to  his  duties  ? — Yes. 

1443.  And  therefore  in  districts  such  as  Halifax — 
supposing  Halifax  appointed  and  paid  a  public  vaccinator, 
you  think  he  might  be  paid  a  reasonable  salary  to  devote 
himself  entirely  to  the  duties  of  that  post  ? — I  do  think 
ao.  This  is  a  personal  opinion  of  my  own,  but  is  one 
which  many  public  vaccinators  might  not  support. 

1444.  Are  the  private  men  jealous  of  the  public  vac- 
cinator calling  to  offer  vaccination  ? — My  own  experience 
does  not  bear  out  that. 

1445.  We  have  heard  it  in  evidence  that  there  is  that 
complaint— that  some  public  vaccinators  are  supposed 
to  ingratiate  themselves  with  the  parents  of  the  children  ? 
— I  have  heard  of  no  case  to  support  that. 

1446.  Do  you  think  that  if  a  man  had  a  sufficient 
district,  and  had  sufficient  remuneration  to  devote  his 
whole  time  to  his  duties,  it  would  remove  these  com- 
plaints ? — It  would.  It  would  be  difficult  in  the  case  of 
Halifax,  but  I  believe  it  would  promote  vaccination 
enormously  in  all  large  centres,  where  there  are  areas  of 
sufficient  size  for  it  to  be  worked. 

1447.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Did  you  have  any  experience  of 
domiciliary  vaccination  in  your  district  prior  to  the  Act  of 
1898  ? — I  did,  on  one  occasion,  and  as  the  result  of  that  I 
was  summoned  to  the  Royal  Commission  to  give  evidence. 

1448.  What  was  the  domiciliary  fee  before  the  Act  of 
1898  ? — I  did  an  enormous  amount  of  work,  and  after  I 
had  done  it  

1449.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  What  was  the  fee  ? — Is.  6d.  and 
Is.  I  fully  expected  that  some  special  provision  would 
follow.  I  undertook  to  perform  a  domiciliary  vaccina- 
tion in  a  neighbourhood  where  there  had  been  an  out- 
break of  smallpox,  and  practically  at  that  time  I  could 
do  nothing  else,  and  my  fee  was  the  ridiculous  one  of 
Is.  6d.  and  Is.  for  re-vaccinations. 

1450.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  What  year  was  that  ?— 1893, 
and  I  came  to  the  Royal  Commission  a  few  weeks  after 
to  give  evidence  as  to  the  effect  of  the  scare  upon  de- 
faulters. When  the  danger  comes  there  is  a  disposition 
to  seek  security. 

1451.  (Mr.  Lilhiby.)  You  do  not  think  it  would  be  fair 
to  return  to  anything  like  that  fee  ? — I  think  it  would  be 
most  unjust.  In  the  first  place,  vaccination  has  to  be 
done  differently  owing  to  the  conditions  imposed  upon  us. 


I    am    personally    very   much    impressed     with     the  ])r-  Drury. 

desirability      and     the     importance    of  vaccination 

being  taken    seriously    by    the    man  who    does  it, 

and  it  is  for  that  reason  that  I  am  strongly  in  favour  of 

men  who  are  accustomed  to  vaccination  ;   they  are  less 

likely  to  be  unsuccessful,  they  will  have  greater  confidence 

in  themselves,  and  people  will  have  greater  confidence  in 

them.    I  am  much  impressed  with  the  feeling  that  the 

public  vaccinator  has  an  advantage  over  the  private 

practitioner  in  regard  to  the  efficiency  of  vaccination.  If 

you  had  time  to  look  at  these  returns,  there  is  one  item 

which  has  amazed  me,  that  is,  the  answer  to  question  5. 

The  question  is,  "  What  reasons  are  usually  assigned  for 

refusing  vaccination  in  your  district  ?  "    The  first  one  I 

pick  up  answers  the  question  thus  :  "  Dislike  to  the  four 

marks  required  by  the  Local  Government  Board,  whilst 

private  practitioners  make  one  or  two  insertions  only," 

and  the  same  answer  occurs  in  every  five  or  six  of  them 

I  take  up.    These  answers  come  from  all  parts  of  the 

country. 

1452.  You  will  be  able  to  send  us  a  summary  of  these 
returns  ? — Yes,  nothing  would  please  me  better.  (See 
Appendix,  No.  XIX.)  But,  if  I  may  be  allowed, 
I  should  like  to  mention  the  table  which  I  have 
summarised.  This  you  can  get  in  other  ways,  but 
not  perhaps  in  a  form  so  easy  to  be  seen.  It 
requires  a  little  explanation  just  to  suggest  to  you  the 
object  I  have  in  taking  these  certain  years.  I  have  taken 
these  from  a  return  which  public  vaccinators  have  made 
to  me.  I  have  selected  a  completed  year  before  the  new 
Act.  There  is  a  quarter  or  half  a  year  that  is  in- 
fluenced by  the  new  Act  before  it  came  into  force  during 
which  there  was  some  provision  for  defaulters.  So 
as  not  to  bring  in  the  influence  of  the  new  Act  at  all  I  have 
taken  the  year  1898,  to  show  what  was  done  before  the  Act. 
Then  I  have  taken  1900,  which  is  the  first  complete  year 
unaffected  by  anything  

1453.  I  do  not  think  we  need  trouble  you  with  that, 
because  the  replies  are  coming  in  to  the  list  of  questions 
sent  out,  and  I  think  in  those  will  be  included  the  very 
points  to  which  you  are  anxious  to  call  attention  ? — I 
don't  think  so.  May  I  draw  special  attention  to  figures 
which  will  not  be  in  the  returns  ? 

1454. .  If  you  will  put  these  in  we  shall  see  exactly  what 
you  mean.  I  see  your  point,  it  is  a  very  good  point,  and 
we  shall  know  what  it  is  fully. — Thank  you.  That  is 
Appendix  A.  (Appendix,  No.  XVII.)  Then  I  should 
like  to  say  that,  although  this  large  increase  is 
mentioned  in  my  proof  here — an  increase  of 
345  per  cent. — one  must  not  think  Halifax  is 
well  vaccinated.  It  is  only  an  enormous  increase  on  a 
very  bad  case,  indeed.  As  to  inquiries,  and  so  on,  I  have 
been  the  victim  of  quite  a  vicious  inquiry  myself,  con- 
ducted by  the  guardians.  I  certainly  came  out  of  the 
inquiry  all  right,  but  the  annoyances  that  I  was  subjected 
to  for  three  or  four  months  I  cannot  possibly  detail 
here.  Yet  it  came  to  me  in  my  ordinary  work  as  public 
vaccinator. 


Dr.  Arthur  Maude,  called ;  and  Examined. 


1455.  (Chairman.)  Dr.  Maude,  you  are,  I  think,  Public 
Vaccinator  for  part  of  the  Union  of  Sevenoaks,  Kent, 
Member  of  the  Council  of  the  Association  of  Public 
Vaccinators  of  England  and  Wales,  and  Chairman  of  the 
Representative  Council  of  the  Public  Vaccinators  of  the 
County  of  Kent  ? — Yes. 

1456.  And  you  are  giving  evidence  on  behalf  of  public 
vaccinators  in  rural  districts  ? — Yes. 

1457.  What  is  the  area  of  your  own  district  ? — 14,394 
-acres. 

1458.  And  the  population  ?— 5,943. 

1459.  What  is  the  general  character  of  your  district  ? — 
It  is  extremely  hilly,  and  it  comprises  hamlets  situated 
at  from  700  to  800  feet  above  sea  level — such  hills 
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Westerham  Hill,  and  the  arrangement  of  the  roads  is  Br.  Maude. 
very  peculiar  and  very  inconvenient  as  far  as  crossing 
those  hills  is  concerned. 

1460.  Under  the  present  Order  what  are  your  fees  ? — 
For  each  name  on  Form  H,  2s.  For  successful  vaccina- 
tion within  one  mile,  6s.    Outside  of  one  mile,  8s. 

1461.  (Mr.   Lithiby.)  Were   those   fees  fixed  by  the 
Guardians  ? — Those  fees  were  fixed  by  the  Guardians. 

1462.  And  they  think  those  fees  a  fair  remuneration 
for  the  work  you  are  called  upon  to  do  ? — Yes. 

1463.  Although  the  minimum  was  lower  the  Guardians 
have  thought  it  necessary  to  give  vou  a  much  higher  fee  ? 
—Yes. 

H  2 
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Dr.  Maude.  1464.  {Chairman.)  What  is  your  average  number  of 
vaccinations  ? — The  average  number  of  primary  vaccina- 
tions for  four  years  is  63  per  year. 

1465.  You  consider  that  the  fees  cannot  be  reduced 
without  hardship  to  public  vaccinators  in  rural  districts  ? 
— Yes,  I  base  it  on  the  ground  of  the  work  that  has  to  be 
done. 

1st.,  the  clerical  work  is  considerable,  and  cannot 
be  done  at  odd  moments,  as  it  must  be  accurate. 

(1)  Form  I.  to  be  filled  in,  counterfoiled,  addressed, 
and  postage  paid. 

(2)  Requisition  form  for  lymph  to  be  filled. 

(3)  Form  H.  has  to  be  filled  in  twice,  and  postage 
paid  on  its  return. 

I  get  an  average  of  three  names  on  each  form,  so  that 
postage  on  this  amounts  to  one-third  of  a  penny  per  name. 

(4)  Register  to  be  filled  in  on  two  occasions.  The 
lymph  supply  verified. 

(5)  Return  of  efficiency  of  lymph  made  to  the 
Local  Government  Board,  and  checked  on  counterfoil. 

(6)  Certificate  of  success  to  be  filled  up. 

(7)  The  form  of  account  for  fees  is  complicated, 
and  necessitates  complete  analysis  of  the  Register. 

1466.  What  does  your  actual  work  of  vaccination 
involve  ? — The  actual  work  of  vaccination  involves  a 
visit  to  every  child  to  whose  parents  notice  has  been  sent, 
that  is,  every  child  whose  name  is  sent  on  Form  H.  In  not 
2  per  cent,  of  cases  do  the  parents  ever  write  or  send  to 
prevent  the  necessity  of  such  visit. 

1467.  (Chairman.)  What  have  you  to  say  as  to  the 
relative  fees  paid  for  poor  law  relief  and  public  vaccination? 
—I  have  some  addenda  here  given  me  by  several  public 
vaccinators,  and  I  have  made  a  rough  precis  of  information 
given  me  from  the  returns  that  have  been  sent  to  us,  and 
I  have  some  further  notes  as  to  the  proportion  of  journeys 
that  we  have  to  take  for  nothing. 

1468.  Will  you  give  us  those  ? — My  average  number 
of  names  on  Form  H.  is  74-8.  The  number  for  whom 
vaccination  is  requested  is  10-2,  giving  an  average  for  the 
year  of  eighty-five.  Of  these  I  only  vaccinate  an  aver- 
age of  sixty-three.  The  percentage  of  cases  which  have  to 
hi  vaccinated  and  for  which  no  fee  is  obtainable  is  30*4. 
I  may  say  in  passing  that  that  is,  according  to  the  returns 
given  me,  very  much  the  same  proportion  that  a  large 
number  of  other  public  vaccinators  in  rural  districts  give 
me,  too.  The  proportion  of  journeys  they  have  to  make 
f  :>r  which  they  get  no  vaccination  amounts  to  30£  per  cent. 
The  figures  will  bear  that  out.  I  have  here  a  number  of 
statements  from  different  parts  of  the  country,  chiefly 
from  Wales  and  large  areas,  which  I  will  put  in  as  evidence. 

After  an  Adjournment. 

1469.  (Chairman.)  When  we  adjourned  you  were  speak- 
ing of  the  number  of  journeys  which  the  public  vaccinators 
have  to  make  for  which  they  get  no  vaccination  fee.  Do 
you  wish  to  add  anything  to  your  statement  ? — I  was 
referring  to  statements  made  from  different  parts  of  the 
country  in  support  of  my  estimate  of  the  number  of  un- 
paid journeys  that  we  have  to  make. 

1470.  Can  you  tell  us  what  is  the  proportion  of  long 
distance  journeys  in  rural  districts  ? — -Of  unpaid  journeys, 
sir  ?  Yes,  I  think  I  can.  It  is  answered  in  Section  II.  of 
my  proof.  The  number  of  journeys  which  produce  no  fee 
for  vaccination  are  considerable.  I  have  taken  an  aver- 
age of  three  years,  and  find  they  amount  in  my  district  to 
30-4  per  cent.    I  have  some  confirmatory  figures  here. 

1471.  Perhaps  you  will  let  us  have  them  ? — The  pro- 
portion I  have  given  is  confirmed  by  others.  At  Llanfair, 
Flintshire,  "  I  have  to  visit  one-third  of  my  cases  two  or 
three  times,  on  account  of  some  disease  or  other."  Llan- 
fairtalhaiarn  (Abergele),  "  Have  to  visit  about  a  third  of 
my  cases  two  or  three  times  before  vaccinating."  Strat- 
ton  Union,  Cornwall,  "  At  least  two-thirds  of  the  cases 
necessitate  driving.  This  vaccinator  jobs  his  conveyance, 
and  it  costs  him  a  minimum  of  5s.  per  journey."  Builth, 
"  About  one-third  of  the  cases  are  unpaid."  Tiverton, 
li  Approximately  three  visits  for  every  successful  case." 
I  have  three  columns  of  figures  from  Pontypridd  for  the 
three  years,  1900,  1901,  and  1902.    The  vaccinations  in 

1900  were  233,  and  the  visits  696.    The  vaccinations  in 

1901  were  184,  the  visits  552.    The  vaccinations  in  1902 


were  177,  and  visits  $81.  Foleshill,  Coventry,  "  In  nearly 
half  the  primary  cases  I  have  to  visit  twice  before  ob- 
taining permission  to  vaccinate." 

1472.  Can  you  speak  as  to  the  reason  for  that  ? — Yes, 
I  can.  It  is  a  very  anti-vaccination  place — a  small  mining 
district.  It  is  between  Nuneaton  and  Coventry,  on  the 
edge  of  the  Black  Country. 

1473.  Have  you  any  other  instances  to  give  ?— No, 
that  is  all  I  have  to  say  on  that  point. 

1474.  What  have  you  to  say  with  regard  to  cases  of 
postponement  ? — Postponements  are  a  serious  increase  of 
labour  to  the  vaccinator.  If  the  postponed  cases  are 
properly  watched  and  looked  up  again  it  usually  involves- 
three  visits  before  vaccination  is  effected,  and  a  postpone- 
ment book  has  to  be  kept  and  searched  periodically. 
This  work  can  rarely  be  left  to  the  vaccination  officer 
entirely.  An  epidemic  of  non-notifiable  disease  in  a. 
district  doubles  the  percentage  of  unpaid  labour,  on 
account  of  the  number  of  postponements  which  have  tc- 
be  made. 

1475.  Have  you  anything  further  to  add  on  the  subject 
of  unpaid  work  ? — I  can  give  you  further  extracts  from 
Returns  on  all  these  points.  On  the  point  of  postpone- 
ment   

1476.  I  think,  possibly,  if  you  were  to  speak  of  your 
own  knowledge  and  experience,  supported  by  these 
Returns,  it  would  be  almost  better  than  quoting  them  ? — 
Do  you  wish  me  to  make  any  suggestions  ? 

1477.  No,  but  if  you  have  anything  further  to  say  on 
the  subject  of  unpaid  work  we  should  like  to  hear  it  ? — I 
have  to  add  that  a  further  point  which  increases  the 
unpaid  work  is  the  attendance  which  has  to  be  occasionally 
given  after  inspection,  but  that  is  not  necessarily  high. 

1478.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Can  you  give  i  s  any  idea  of  the 
number  of  attendances,  say,  per  cent.,  of  public  vaccina- 
tions, for  illness  after  vaccination  ?— For  illness  after- 
wards, in  my  own  experience,  it  would  be  very  low— I 
should  think  not  more  than  2  per  cent. 

1479.  What  sort  of  cares  are  these  ? — These  are  cases 
in  which  childien  get  eczema,  or  seme  eruption  following 
vaccination  g<nerally,  which  is  aseribed  to  vaccination. 
In  some  e  ases  it  might  be  due  to  the  vaccination.  I  have 
had  recently  to  attend  a  child  with  eczema,  which  was 
certainly  the  result  of  neglect  of  the  arm  after  the  child 
was  vaccinated.  This  went  on  for  months,  but  the  mother 
never  reported  it  to  me  then.  She  took  the  child  out 
hopping,  and  pa  d  no  attention  to  it.  Then  when  the 
hopping  was  over,  and  she  had  leisuie,  she  sent  for  me, 
but  that  was  four  months  after  the  vaecination. 

1480.  And  that  child  had  been  entered  as  successfully 
vaccinated  ? — The  child  was  successfully  vaccinated. 

1481.  I  suppose  the  illness  might  have  been  due  to, 
or  a  similar  illness  might  have  been  caused  by,  any  other 
cut  on  the  arm  ? — Oh,  certainly. 

1482.  It  was  only  a  coincidence  that  it  happened  just 
after  vaccination  ? — Yes,  but  even  supposing  that  it 
had  been  traceable  to  the  vaccination,  if  the  public 
vaccinator  had  received  instructions  from  the  mother 
that  the  case  was  not  doing  well  he  would  have  seen  it  then 
and  there,  and  a  few  days'  attendance  would  have  put  the 
thing  right. 

1483.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  In  other  words,  the  illness  was 
traceable  to  carelessness  on  the  part  of  the  mother  ?■ — Yes. 

1484.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  And  yet  you  had  to  attend  that 
child  because  you  were  a  public  vaccinator  ? — Yes. 

1485.  And  you  had  no  special  fee  for  those  attendances  ? 
—No,  none. 

1486.  Would  you  consider  that  you  have  2  per  cent,  on 
the  whole  of  your  cases  which  require  after-attendance  ? — 
I  should  put  that  as  the  outside  ;  it  is  so  small  that  it  is 
scarcely  possible  to  make  an  estimate. 

1487.  It  was  suggested,  I  think,  to  the  Committee  that 
the  duty  imposed  on  public  vaccinators  to  attend  such 
cases  is  a  reason  why  the  fee  should  be  higher  ? — Yes. 

1488.  Would  it,  in  your  opinion,  be  better  that  the 
public  vaccinator  should  not  be  required  to  attend  for  his 
ordinary  fee,  but  that  he  should  be  allowed,  say,  a  special 
fee  of  2s.  6d.  for  every  case  in  which  he  was  legitimately 
required  to  attend  the  child  after  vaccination  ? — No,  I 
think  that  would  establish  a  dangerous  precedent. 
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1489.  You  prefer  the  system  now  in  use  ? — I  should  not 
prefer  it  from  our  point  of  view,  but  I  think  from  your 
point  of  view  

1490.  We  have  no  point  of  view — we  are  looking  at  the 
question  in  all  its  aspects  ? — From  the  point  of  view  of 
those  who  pay  the  expenses,  I  think  it  would  be  a  much 
more  satisfactory  arrangement  to  be  paid  a  special  fee  for 
the  after  treatment,  but  it  would  not  pay  us. 

1491.  My  suggestion  is  one  special  fee. — No,  sir,  it 
would  not  pay,  because  these  cases,  when  they  do  occur, 
are  sometimes  very  troublesome,  and  the  public  vaccina- 
tor necessarily  considers  such  cases  as  inimical  to  the  cause 
of  vaccination,  because  they  get  talked  about  by  the 
neighbours. 

1492.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low. )  His  own  reputation  is  at  stake  ? 
— Yes,  so  that  he  has  to  devote  an  unusual  amount  of 
attention  to  these  cases. 

1493.  Many  of  them  are  trivial  and  have  no  connection 
with  vaccination  in  reality  ? — No,  none. 

1494.  But  the  parents  allege  that  every  illness  which 
the  child  may  have  at  that  period  is  traceable  to  vaccina- 
tion ? — Yes. 

1495.  And  they  require  the  attendance  of  the  public 
vaccinator  for  absolutely  no  fee  whatever  ? — No  fee 
whatever. 

1496.  And  if  you  refused  to  attend  such  cases  on  the 
ground  that  the  illness  did  not  arise  from  vaccination,  you 
would  probably  do  harm  to  your  own  reputation  and 
damage  the  cause  of  vaccination  as  well  ? — Yes. 

1497.  And  so  you  make  long  attendances  for  practically 
no  remuneration  whatever  ? — Yes. 

1498.  (Chairman.)  I  believe  you  wish  to  compare  the 
cost  of  vaccination  for  the  four  years  preceding  the  present 
order  and  the  four  years  of  its  working  ? — For  quite 
three  years  before  the  end  of  1898  the  vaccination  in  many 
districts  had  almost  ceased.  The  fees  in  my  own  district 
had  dropped  to  under  £5.  The  years  ending  1896  are  the 
latest  which  can  be  accepted  as  affording  a  reliable  average 
for  expenditure  under  the  Act  of  1867. 

1499.  The  population  of  your  district  is  5,943,  is  it  not  1 
—Yes. 

1500.  You  say  that,  prior  to  the  Act  coming  into  force, 
your  fees  had  dropped  to  £5  ? — £4  16s.  Od.  is  the  actual 
figure. 

1501.  And  since  then  have  you  any  figures  ? — Would 
you  like  the  figures  for  1895  and  1896  ? 

1502.  Yes  ?— The  figure  for  1895  was  £7  5s.  6d.  ;  for 
1896,  £8  3s.  ;  for  1897,  £7  14s.  ;  for  1898,  £4  16s.  ;  1899, 
£17  lis.  6d. ;  1900,  £20  16s.  Od. ;  1901,  £32  12s. ;  1902, 
£128  4s. ;  1903,  £16  17s.  I  estimate  that  my  receipts  by 
the  end  of  the  year  will  be  £20  roughly. 

1503.  How  do  you  account  for  the  amount  of  £128  4s. 
last  year  ? — Re- vaccination,  it  was  due  to  re- vaccination. 

1504.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Could  you  give  us  the  primary 
and  re-vaccinations  for  each  of  those  years  ? — No,  sir,  I 
am  afraid  I  have  not  got  that  at  hand. 

1505.  (Chairman.)  The  first  year  after  the  Act  was 
1899,  was  it  not  ? — Yes. 

1506.  The  fees  for  that  year  were  £17  lis.  6d. — a  jump 
of  about  £13  ?— Yes. 

1507.  I  suppose  a  considerable  number  of  cases  are 
included  in  that  return  of  persons  who  held  over  or  had 
taken  no  action  pending  the  Report  of  the  Commission  ? — 
Defaulters — yes. 

1508.  Then  the  amount  for  the  following  year  is  £20 
16s.  Od. — that  also  may  be  accounted  for  in  somewhat  the 
same  way  ;  how  do  you  account  for  the  increase  since  then? 
— The  increase  in  1901  and  1902  was  due  simply  to 
r3-vaccination,  I  assume.  I  estimate  the  average  value 
of  the  vaccination  in  my  district  now  at,  roughly,  £20 
per  annum. 

1509.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Had  you  a  smallpox  scare,  then  ? 
— Yes,  we  had  smallpox  in  the  district. 

1510.  (Chairman.)  Were  there  many  cases,  or  was  it  only 
an  alarm  ? — It  was  only  an  alarm  ;  there  were  about  five 
cases  of  smallpox,  I  think. 

1511.  How  far  were  the  cases  from  you  ? — We  are  close 
to  London,  you  see — it  was  the  London  outbreak. 


1512.  You  think  it  will  fall  to  about  £20  ?— £20  is  the  £>r.  Maude. 
average  value. 

1513.  Can  you  point  to  any  factors  which  have  tended  to 
increase  the  cost  of  vaccination  under  the  present  Act, 
irrespective  of  the  increase  in  the  fees  ? — First,  the  large 
arrears  of  vaccinations  not  carried  out  during  the  two 
years  preceding  the  Act,  and  a  consequent  high  proportion 
of  defaulters.  Second,  the  wide  prevalence  of  smallpox  in 
1901-2,  producing  (1)  an  enormous  increase  of  re-vaccina- 
tion, and  (2)  a  smaller  increase  of  primary  vaccination. 

1514.  You  are  of  opinion  that  the  growing  appreciation 
of  the  value  of  public  vaccination  as  compared  with  private 
has  led  many  people  of  a  superior  position  to  avail  them- 
selves of  it  ? — There  is  no  doubt  about  that. 

1515.  How  do  you  account  for  it — what  is  it  due  to  ? — 
It  is  due,  first,  to  the  domiciliary  vaccination  ;  second,  to 
the  good  reputation  of  the  lymph  ;  third,  to  the  methods 
employed  by  public  vaccinators,  which  the  public  are 
beginning  to  compare  with  those  of  private  practitioners  ; 
and,  lastly,  to  economy  on  the  part  of  the  public. 

1516.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  By  that  you  mean  saving  of  their 
time  ? — No,  saving  of  their  money. 

1517.  But  if  they  come  to  the  station  it  costs  them  time 
— if  you  go  to  their  houses  it  saves  them  time  ? — Yes,  but 
what  I  meant  was  that  people  come  to  the  public  vaccina- 
tor instead  of  being  privately  vaccinated,  and  that  is 
economy  on  their  part. 

1518.  (Chairman.)  What  would  the  expense  be  to  a 
private  individual  to  be  vaccinated  ? — It  depends  on  the 
practitioner  who  does  it. 

1519.  I  mean  people  in  superior  positions  ? — You  would 
have,  first  of  all,  to  grasp  the  relative  position  of  the  people 
who  are,  in  my  opinion,  availing  themselves  of  it.  First, 
there  is  the  class  of  superior  artisans — the  mother  would 
not  bring  the  baby  to  a  station  under  the  old  conditions,  to 
be  herded  with  other  mothers,  but  she  has  no  objection  to 
calling  in  the.  public  vaccinator  to  vaccinate  her  child. 
And  then  you  have  in  times  of  epidemic  numerous  house- 
holds of  quite  well-to-do,  even  rich,  people — people  of  very 
large  means — who  call  in  the  public  vaccinator  to  vacci- 
nate their  households  ;  also  people  of  small  means,  but  of 
good  professional  class,  will  often  avail  themselves  of  the 
public  vaccinator,  because  nobody  knows  anything  about 
it. 

1520.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Do  you  suggest  that  people  of  this 
class  would  not  have  gone  to  stations  if  stations  had  been 
re-established  ? — Yes,  certainly. 

1521.  (Chairman.)  This  is  one  of  the  reasons  for  the 
greater  number — those  who  come  on  the  score  of  economy? 
—Yes. 

1522.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  When  you  say  the  public  vacci- 
nator is  called  in  frequently  by  persons  having  means,  are 
you  referring  to  primary  vaccinations  as  well  as  re-vaccina- 
tions ? — Yes,  but  of  course  not  to  such  an  extent. 

1523.  (Chairman.)  There  are  others  beyond  the  rank  of 
artisans  who  avail  themselves  of  the  public  vaccinator  now 
who  did  not  before  ? — Yes,  and  I  think  that  many  of  the 
poorer  classes,  who  might  be  legitimately  allowed  to  avail 
themselves  of  public  vaccination,  do  so  now  because  they 
think  it  is  better — the  operation  is  better  performed, 
and  the  quality  of  the  lymph  is  better. 

1524.  They  appreciate  the  change  ? — They  appreciated 
the  change. 

1525.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  What  would  be  the  fee  charged  in 
your  district  by  an  ordinary  medical  practitioner  for 
attending  a  case  of  illness  in  the  case  of  an  ordinary 
working  man  ? — That  would  depend  on  his  wages.  The 
lowest  fee  in  my  part  of  the  world  would  be  2s.  6d. 

1526.  Per  visit  ?— Yes. 

1527.  Including  medicine  ? — Including  medicine. 

1528.  Would  that  be  the  fee  charged  to  a  man  who 
was  in  receipt  of,  we  will  say,  30s.  a  week  ? — No,  I  should 
charge  him  more,  certainly. 

1529.  I  do  not  wish  to  be  personal,  but  could  he  get 
attendance  for  less  than  that  in  the  district  ? — Yes,  I 
daresay  he  could  get  attendance  for  half-a-crown — it 
would  depend  on  the  distance. 

1530.  I  am  speaking  of  cases  where  the  medical  man 
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would  not  have  to  go  more  than  a  mile  ? — Yes,  halt-a- 
crown  would  be  an  ordinary  charge. 

1531.  And  the  medical  man  would  charge  more  if  the 
distance  were  greater  ? — Yes. 

1532.  That  is  to  say,  the  fees  for  ordinary  medical  attend- 
ance are  to  some  extent  based  on  distance  ? — The  fees  for 
ordinary  medical  attendance  are  based  on  the  means  of 
the  recipient  as  well  as  the  distance. 

1533.  Is  that  the  usual  practice  ? — Oh,  yes,  there  is 
a  regular  scale  given  in  Whitaker's  Almanac  and  other 
works — it  is  supposed  to  be  based  on  the  rental  of  the 
house. 

1534.  (Chairman.)  Occasionally  you  must  be  rather 
puzzled  to  get  at  a  man's  income  ? — It  is  based  on  the 
rental  of  his  house. 

1535.  Have  you  anything  to  say  on  the  subject  of  the 
comparison  of  the  fees  for  vaccination  under  the  old 
system  and  the  present,  with  regard  to  the  time  it  takes 
to  vaccinate  now,  and  the  time  necessary  to  vaccinate 
prior  to  the  Act  ? — A  large  number  of  re-vaccinations 
were  performed  in  1900-2,  in  rural  areas,  at  patients'  own 
homes,  which  might  have  been  performed  at  a  lower  fee 
at  stations,  if  such  stations  had  been  provided.  My  own 
area  offers  a  striking  example  of  this. 

1536.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Did  your  Guardians  not  establish 
stations  ? — No.' 

1537.  You  know  that  they  could  have  done  so  if  they 
had  chosen  ? — Yes. 

1538.  Therefore,  presumably,  they  preferred  to  pay 
higher  fees  rather  than  open  stations  at  which  lower  fees 
were  payable  ? — I  suppose  so. 

1539.  And  you  are  willing  to  vaccinate  at  the  stations 
for  a  lower  fee  ? — Yes  :  and  not  only  that,  but  I  established 
stations  privately.  I  was  obliged  to  do  it ;  my  private 
practice  would  have  gone  to  pieces  if  I  had  not,  it  would 
have  taken  so  much  time. 

1540.  (Chairman.)  Did  you  suggest  stations  to  the 
Guardians  ? — No,  because  I  am  only  one  of  eight  public 
vaccinators,  and  only  one  of  the  juniors,  and  I  did  not 
conceive  that  it  was  my  duty  to  do  so.  What  I  did  was 
this — I  got  the  clergy  in  the  surrounding  villages  to  lend 
me  their  schools  and  to  arrange  days  for  me— so  many 
nights  a  week  at  these  outlying  places. 

1541.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  You  would  be  quite  content, 
a?  regards  re-vaccinations,  to  return  to  stational  vaccina- 
tion— to  have  four  or  five  attendances  during  the  year  for 
re-vaccination  ? — I  should,  personally. 

1542.  Say  one  station  at  your  surgery  and  another 
at  an  outlying  school  in  your  district  ? — Yes. 

1543.  Could  you  do  it  at  a  reduced  fee  in  that  case  ? — 
Yes. 

1544.  Therefore  you  would  be  satisfied,  and  so  would 
the  ratepayers  and  the  Guardians  ? — Yes.  In  times  of 
epidemic  I  could  not  have  done  any  other  work  if  I  had 
had  to  go  to  the  houses  of  all  those  who  were  re-vaccinated. 

1545.  And  it  would  have  cost  the  Guardians  double  ? — 
It  would  have  cost  them  two-thirds  more. 

1546.  But  the  fee  at  the  station  is  one-half  ? — At  our 
rate  the  domiciliary  fee  is  more  than  double  the  stational 
fee — 2s.  6d.  for  stational  re-vaccination  and  6s.  or  8a.  for 
re-vaccination  at  the  homes,  according  to  distance. 

1547.  (Mr.  Lithiby'.)  Would  you  think,  in  circumstances 
such  as  you  mention,  where  a  station  is  appointed  at  which 
the  public  vaccinator  would  attend  for  re-vaccinations — do 
you  think  that  Is.  6d.  would  be  a  sufficient  fee  for  re- 
vaccination  ? — No,  certainly  not,  it  takes  too  long  now. 

1548.  Do  you  think  that  2s.  6d.  would  be  a  sufficient 
.fee  ? — Half-a-crown  was  the  fee  I  used  to  receive. 

1549.  I  mean  re-vaccinations,  where  a  number  are 
collected  together  ? — Half-a-crown  was  the  fee  I  used  to 
get  when  all  we  had  to  do  was  just  to  scratch  in  the 

■  lymph.  Now  a  re-vaccination  takes  at  least  twenty 
minutes. 

1550.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  But  the  more  care  you  take 
in  scratching  in  the  lymph  the  less  trouble  you  have  after- 
wards ? — Yes,  but  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  in  proportion. 

1551.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Can  you  tell  us  how  long  the 
actual  operation  takes  now,  and  how  long  it  took  under 
the  old  system  ? — Under  the  old  system  you  could 
vaccinate  fifteen  children  in  an  hour  easily. 


1552.  And  now  ? — Now  it  takes  at  least  twenty  minutes 
per  case. 

1553.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  At  home,  not  at  a  station  ? — 
Oh,  yes  ;  because  you  have  to  prepare  the  arm. 

1554.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Could  you  not  do  it  if  you  had  a 
nurse  ? — Yes,  that  is  what  I  used  to  do — I  was  lent  a 
nurss — then  of  course  I  could  do  it. 

1555.  As  fast  as  under  the  old  system  ? — Yes,  then  I 
could  do  a  great  many  more. 

1556.  Supposing  stational  re- vaccinations  were  appointed 
and  the  Guardians  provided  a  nurse  to  attend  the  station, 
to  do  the  washing  and  dressing,  would  a  fee  of  Is.  6d.  a 
case  be  a  reasonable  fee  in  those  circumstances  ? — Yes,  I 
think  it  would,  if  there  were  enough  of  them. 

1557.  Of  course  you  would  have  to  take  the  risk  of  that  ? 
— Yes,  but  if  you  had  to  drive  three  or  four  miles  out  and 
three  or  four  miles  home  to  find  only  two  or  three  cases,  it 
would  not  be  very  remunerative. 

1558.  Would  you  say  that  the  minimum  fee  for  attend- 
ancs  at  the  station  should  be  103.  ?— For  the  first  case  ? 

1559.  No,  a  minimum  fee  of  10s.  A  fee  of  Is.  6d.  per 
case,  but  a  minimum  of  10s.  ? — Yes,  I  think  that  would 
be  reasonable. 

1560.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  But  would  you  not  prefer  to 
be  paid  by  a  salary  altogether  ?  You  are  paid  by  salary 
as  district  medical  officer — would  you  not  prefer  to  be 
paid  for  this  by  salary  ? — No,  because  in  times  of  epidemic 
or  scare  the  work  is  so  very  heavy.  We  should  be  worked 
to  death. 

1561.  Yes,  but  in  times  of  epidemic  among  your  pauper 
patients  you  have  extra  work.  You  have  times  of  being 
worked  to  death  with  your  pauper  cases  ? — Yes,  but  it  is 
nothing  to  the  work  you  have  to  do  in  re-vaccinating  under 
the  present  Order. 

1562.  But  supposing  stations  were  established  your 
work  would  be  reduced,  although  your  numbers  were 
increased  ? — If  stations  were  established. 

1563.  You  say  that  the  objection  to  being  paid  by 
salary  is  the  fact  that  the  work  in  epidemic  times  would 
be  so  heavy  owing  to  the  re-vaccinations.  But  if  in 
epidemic  times  the  re-vaccinations  were  done  at  stations 
your  labour  would  be  decreased,  although  the  numbers 
were  increased.  You  would  not  have  to  seek  them  at 
their  homes — they  would  be  all  assembled  there  for  you 
to  do  ? — It  would  depend,  of  course,  upon  the  salary. 

1564.  Would  you  not  prefer  to  be  paid  a  yearly  salary  ? 
— Personally  I  should. 

1565.  You  do  not  see  any  objection,  if  it  were  based  on 
an  average  of  the  number  of  cases,  an  average  throughout 
the  country  taken  at  a  normal  time ;  that  is  to  say,  a 
district  yielding  an  average  of  100  cases  per  annum  would 
carry  a  salary  of  so  much,  a  district  yielding  more  cases  a 
higher  salary,  and  so  on  ? — There  would  be  no  objection 
to  that,  I  . think. 

1566.  The  work  is  not  so  hard  in  your  district  because 
it  is  not  an  anti-vaccination  district  ? — No. 

1567.  The  work  in  anti-vaccination  districts  is  very 
much  harder  for  public  vaccinators  as  well  as  for  vaccina- 
tion officers  ? — Yes. 

1568.  They  have  to  pay  more  visits  which  do  not  result 
in  vaccinations  ? — Yes. 

1569.  And  therefore  the  vaccinator  gets  no  fee  to  cover 
all  this  extra  work  ? — No,  nothing. 

1570.  Did  not  many  public  vaccinators,  during  the  four 
years  preceding  the  new  Act,  suffer  great  pecuniary  loss 
by  attending  at  stations  and  doing  no  vaccinations  ? — 
Yes,  unquestionably. 

1571.  So  that  the  Guardians  may  be  said  to  owe  a  debt 
to  them  for  labour  done  which  was  not  paid  for  ? — Yes. 

1572.  You  attended  at  the  stations  and  yet  did  no  cases  ? 
—Yes. 

1573.  And  you  were  bound  to  go  at  a  certain  hour  and 
remain  a  certain  time  ? — Yes,  and  you  not  only  had  to 
attend  once  ;  if  arrangements  were  made  for  you  to  attend 
three  weeks  in  succession  you  had  to  go  each  of  those  three 
times. 

1574.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  You  have  referred  to  the  clerical 
work,  Dr.  Maude,  can  you  make  any  suggestion  for  reducing 
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the  amount  of  clerical  work  ? — Some  of  the  forms  could 
be  very  much  more  simplified.  The  form  of  certificate  of 
successful  vaccination  involves  the  statement  of  the  birth- 
place of  the  child  and  its  residence,  given,  I  take  it,  for  pur- 
poses of  identity  ;  this  is  quite  unnecessary,  because  there 
is  an  identity  number  on  the  certificate  itself ;  that  in- 
formation is  already  in  the  hands  of  the  vaccination  officer. 

1575.  But  supposing  that  some  certificate  is  lost  by  the 
parent,  you  have  to  provide  a  special  form  in  which  the 
identification  number  does  not  exist  ? — That  is  true. 

1576.  And  is  it  not  your  experience  that  these  forms  are 
frequently  lost  ? — Not  frequently,  no. 

1577.  Yours  must  be  a  good  district,  I  think  ? — Yes, 
the  poor  are  of  the  better  class. 

1578.  In  large  towns,  where  a  rather  low  class  of  popula- 
tion has  to  be  dealt  with,  I  take  it  that  these  certificates 
which  are  supplied  by  the  Registrar  of  Births  to  the  parent 
are  frequently  lost  ? — That  I  cannot  speak  to,  but  I 
suppose  they  are. 

1579.  In  those  cases  it  would  be  necessary  to  identify  ? 
— Yes,  or  in  cases  of  removal. 

1580.  Therefore,  it  is  necessary  to  state  these  particulars 
in  the  form,  although  in  your  district  it  may  not  be 
essential  ? — Not  essential — no. 

1581.  Have  you  any  other  suggestions  ? — I  would 
suggest  with  regard  to  the  Form  of  Certificate — that  form, 
even  if  we  keep  the  wording  as  at  present,  is  incon- 
veniently placed  on  the  paper.  It  would  be  much  more 
convenient  to  fill  in  if  the  columns  of  residence  and  birth 
were  one  underneath  the  other — you  could  fill  them  in 
much  more  rapidly.    At  present  they  are  awkwardly 

1582.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  The  particulars  would  be  more 
simple  in  the  margin  and  then  the  certificate  would  be  in 
respect  of  the  name  in  the  margin  without  any  filling  up  ? 
—Yes. 

1583.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  The  certificate  is  Form  E.,  I  think  ? 
— Yes,  but  the  same  remark  applies  to  Form  B. — "  Post- 
ponements on  account  of  health." 

1584.  Is  there  any  other  point  with  regard  to  the 
clerical  work  that  you  can  comment  on,  Dr.  Maude  ? — 
The  Form  of  Account  for  fees  is  very  complicated.  I 
should  like  to  raise  the  question  whether  it  is  necessary 
to  have  it  so  complicated. 

1585.  That  is  not  a  prescribed  form  ? — No,  it  is  not,  it 
is  optional. 

1586.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Will  you  explain  to  us  what  your 
Form  is  ? — I  have  to  fill  in  the  number  of  cases  vaccinated 
at  such  a  distance  and  such  a  price,  and  next  those  at 
another  distance  and  another  price  ;  you  have  to  search 
your  register  for  all  those. 

1587.  Are  you  paid  according  to  distance  ? — We  are 
paid  an  extra  fee  for  cases  outside  a  certain  distance.  In 
many  unions  that  obtains,  and  in  some  they  have  a  varying 
scale  of  mileage  which  involves  three  different  fee3. 

1588.  How  could  the  labour  incidental  to  that  be  saved 
— what  would  be  your  suggestion  ? — I  should  suggest  that 
it  should  be  simply  lumped  together. 

1589.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  But  it  is  necessary  to  check  these 
fees  for  audit  purposes,  and  therefore  I  am  afraid  it  is 
necessary  to  have  the  number  of  the  cases  stated  ? — -But 
they  are  all  checked  over  again  by  the  aulitor.  I  only 
raised  the  question  as  to  the  necessity  for  it,  because  it  is 
a  labour — you  have  to  analyse  your  whole  register  at  the 
end  of  every  quarter. 

1590.  But  you  can  get  that  done  by  your  agent,  who 
makes  out  your  bills  ? — Yes,  but  you  have  to  pay  him. 

1591.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Is  there  any  appreciable  labour  ? 
If  in  making  your  entry  you  put  the  letter  A.  and  the  letter 
B.  against  the  respective  entries  only  the  A's  and  B's 
would  have  to  be  counted  ? — That  is  not  necessary,  because 
the  fee  appears  to  each  case. 

1592.  Is  the  labour  then  appreciable  ? — There  is  a 
certain  amount — it  is  all  those  little  things  added  together 
which  make  the  work.  All  this  work  in  medical  practice 
has  practically  to  be  done  late  at  night ;  a  man  with  a 
busy  practice  has  no  time  during  the  day  to  look  after 
details  of  that  sort. 

1593.  If  you  are  entitled  to  a  higher  fee  in  respect  of 
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certain  vaccinations  it  is  absolutely    nscessary  mat  the  jjr 
Clerk  to  the  Guardians  should  have  the  numbers  in  order 
to  check  the  amounts  ? — True. 

1594.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  May  we  now  come  to  another 
point  ?  You  have  told  us  about  the  number  of  visits  paid 
for  the  performance  of  vaccination.  I  gather  that  in  your 
opinion  the  average  would  be  from  three  to  four  visits  for 
every  successful  vaccination — taking  your  district  as  a 
whole  you  would  pay  from  three  to  four  visits  for  every 
successful  vaccination  that  you  do  ? — Yes. 

1595.  You  are  required  to  visit  the  home  of  the  child 
once  to  offer  to  vaccinate  the  child.  Is  it  your  ex- 
perience that  in  rural  districts  vaccination  is  often  refused 
for  reasons  that  are  other  than  medical  ?— Yes. 

1596.  Supposing  an  amendment  of  the  law  were  made 
by  which  the  public  vaccinator  would  only  be  required 
to  make  one  visit  to  the  home,  the  parent  being  then 
required  to  come  to  a  station,  attended,  we  will  say, 
half-yearly  ?  Do  you  think  that  the  cost  of  vaccination 
would  thereby  be  materially  reduced  ? — I  do  not  follow 
you,  sir.    One  visit-  

1597.  You  visit  now  and  the  parent  refuses  to  have 
the  child  vaccinated.  You  call  again,  and  the  parent 
says  the  child  is  ill.  Then  the  parent,  under  the  Act,  is 
entitled  to  send  for  you,  possibly  because  he  has  received 
a  notice  from  the  vaccination  officer  that  if  his  child  is 
not  vaccinated  he  will  be  summoned  ? — Yes. 

1598.  He  then  writes  to  the  public  vaccinator  and  says 
"  Come  and  vaccinate  my  child  "  ? — Yes,  there  is  a  form. 

1599.  In  that  case  you  have  to  vaccinate  and  then 
inspect — that  would  make  four  visits  to  that  house  ? — Yes. 

1600.  My  suggestion  is  that  if  the  law  were  altered 
so  that  the  public  vaccinator  could  only  be  required  to 
go  to  the  house  once,  the  parent  after  that  being  required 
to  attend  a  station,  because  he  had  neglected  his  oppor- 
tunity of  having  the  child  vaccinated  at  home — my  sug-^ 
gestion  then  is — would  not  the  cost  of  vaccination  be 
materially  reduced  ? — Certainly.  There  is  one  point 
you  would  have  to  consider ;  you  would  need  to  have- 
your  stational  vaccination  oftener,  I  think,  than  half- 
yearly.  The  objection  to  that  arrangement  is  the  danger 
of  default  by  removal.  If  you  had  it  once  a  quarter 
you  would  probably  surmount  that,  at  least  in  rural 
districts.  I  do  not  think  it  would  apply  to  towns,  not 
without  greater  efficiency  on  the  part  of  vaccination 
officers. 

1601.  (Chairman.)  Do  you  think  any  great  number 
of  the  working-classes  would  object  to  the  suggestion 
made  by  Mr.  Lithiby  ?  Would  they  raise  any  objection  ? 
— They  would  grumble,  I  suppose.  They  would  want 
to  know  why  Mrs.  Jones  had  her  baby  done  at  home  and 
they  did  not,  but  it  would  be  all  right  if  they  were  made  to 
understand  why  the  difference  was  made  ;  in  cases  of 
postponement  on  account  of  illness  it  would  be  a- 
hardship. 

1602.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  I  do  not  suggest  that  it  should 
be  for  any  medical  reason,  but  that,  if  they  refused  for 
any  reason  other  than  a  medical  reason,  they  should  be 
required  afterwards  to  attend  at  a  station  ? — I  should 
say  that  it  would  be  a  very  fair  suggestion,  and  I  do  not 
think  that  any  question  of  hardship  could  be  raised. 
It  is  difficult  to  define  why  these  people  refuse  very  often, 
they  refuse  for  no  palpable  reason,  or  the  reason  for 
refusal  is  often  very  groundless.  It  is  a  mere  matter  of 
convenience  very  often. 

1603.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  With  reference  to  the  fees  paid 
to  you  before  and  after  1898,  you  had  an  outbreak  of 
smallpox  which  increased  the  fees  materially  in  1901-2  ? 
—Yes. 

1604.  And  that  was  the  immediate  cause  of  these  fees 
being  high  ? — Unquestionably. 

1605.  And  that  was  the  immediate  cause  of  the  pay- 
ments paid  by  the  Guardians  being  largely  increased  ? 
—Yes. 

1606.  Is  it  not  a  fact  that,  taking  the  normal  condition 
both  before  and  after  the  Act,  the  increase  of  cost  is  in 
exact  proportion  to  the  increase  of  fee  ?  Granting  that 
the  conditions  of  vaccination  now  are  more  popular, 
and  consequently  there  is  a  more  ready  acquiescence  in 
the  provisions  of  the  Act,  yet  that  there  is  practically 
no  increase  beyond  the  proportionate  increase  of  fees  ? — 
If  you  take  a  proper  normal  average — yes,  that  is  so. 
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1607.  And  that  any  exceptional  amount  is  an  expense 
incurred  in  exceptional   circumstances  ? — Yes. 

1608.  Either  by  epidemics  or  prevalence  of  smallpox  ? 
— Yes  ;  those  are  my  points. 

1609.  Are  you  district  medical  officer  ? — Yes. 

1610.  Is  your  district  co-extensive  with  the  vaccination 
district  ? — Yes. 

1611.  And  what  salary  and  emoluments  do  you  receive 
as  medical  officer  ? — I  get  £100  a  year  salary. 

1612.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  And  extra  fees  of  small  amount  ? 
— Extra  fees  for  midwifery,  12s.  6d.,  and  the  usual  statu- 
tory surgical  fees. 

1613.  The  average  number  of  paupers  on  your  relief 
list  would  be  about  seventy-seven  ? — About  that,  I  should 
say — yes. 

1614.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  You  say,  Dr.  Maude,  that, 
taking  it  as  near  as  you  can,  you  have  an  average  of  2 
per  cent,  of  attendances  after  vaccination  in  relation  to 
sickness  which  is  alleged  to  arise  from  vaccination  ? — 
Yes,  that  would  be  the  outside. 

1615.  These  cases  are  mainly,  if  not  entirely,  the  result 
of  neglect  on  the  part  of  the  parent  as  regards  precautions 
after  vaccination  ? — Yes. 

1616.  Those  parents  who  are  negligent  in  that  respect, 
are  they  not  of  the  poorer  class  ? — Yes. 

1617.  Are  they  cases  which,  if  you  were  not  deab'ng 
with  them  as  public  vaccinator,  you  would  be'  dealing 
with  as  medical  officer  ? — Not  necessarily. 

1618.  Not  necessarily,  but  in  any  considerable  pro- 
portion ? — I  should  not  say  so. 

1619.  The  parents  who  take  their  children  hopping — 
would  they  not  have  recourse  to  the  poor  law  medical 
officer  for  attendance  ? — Oh,  no.  In  my  district  everyone 
goes  hopping — anybody's  children — the  children  of  any 
man  who  gets  less  than  £2  a  week. 

1620.  Have  you  a  permanent  list  as  medical  officer  ? — 
Yes. 

1621.  And  are  your  attendances  stnctly  confined  to 
those  cases  where  you  have,  an  Order  ? — Yes. 

1622.  Except  in  cases  of  emergency  ? — Except  in  cases 
of  emergency,  and  then  I  have  to  exercise  my  judgment — 
I  generally  go. 

1623.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  About  requiring  attendance, 
the  majority  of  paupers  on  your  list  are  infirm  people,  are 
they  not,  and  children  are  not  in  the  question  ? — They  are 
mostly  old  people. 

1624.  Amongst  your  seventy-seven  you  have  very 
few  children  and  very  few  people  having  young  children, 
have  you  ? — Very  few. 

1625.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  But  in  the  case  of  an  agricultural 
labourer  with  three  or  four  children,  does  he  provide  his 
own  medical  attendance  ? — That  would  depend  on  his 
wages  ;  wages  are  above  the  average  in  my  district. 

1626.  It  all  depends  on  the  farmer  whether  medical 
attendance  is  applied  for  ? — Yes. 

1627.  But  if  he  applies  he  is  very  rarely  refused,  is  he  ? 
— In  my  district  he  would  be,  but  mine  is  not  a  purely 
agricultural  district,  you  see. 

1628.  What  I  want  to  get  at  is  this — you  were  asked  by 
Mr.  Lithiby  questions  in  regard  to  the  rate  of  payment  by 
working  men  to  medical  practitioners  for  attendance. 
But  what  I  want  to  know  is  this — is  it  not  a  fact  that  as 
regards  the  lower  working  classes  (and  by  that  I  mean 
men  earning  anything  up  to  20s.  a  week) — is  it  not  a  fact 
that  they  are  either  members  of  a  club  and  are  entitled  to 
medical  attendance  or  that  they  resort  to  the  poor  law 
for  medical  relief  ? — In  my  area  they  mostly  belong  to 
clubs. 

1629.  Is  there  any  large  section  of  the  poorer  classes  in 
your  district  who  pay  a  fee  at  all  to  a  private  medical 
man  ? — Yes,  certainly. 

1630.  An  appreciable  number  ? — Certainly. 

1631.  And  pay  to  the  extent  you  mention — 2s.  6d.  a 
visit  ? — Yes. 

1632.  (Chairman.)  Do  you  know  any  case  where  club 
sick  pay  covers  attendance  to  members  of  the  family  ? — 
Yes,  there  is  a  large  club  which  provides  for  it. 


1633.  But  none  of  the  large  affiliated  Orders  do  it  ? — 
No,  a  few  of  the  lodges  have  tried,  but  they  have  made  no 
headway. 

1634.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Do  the  medical  men  in  your 
district  adopt  any  system  of  provident  clubs  ? — It  is 
practically  provided  for  them  by  the  larger  friendly 
societies — the  Foresters  and  Oddfellows. 

1635.  You  have  no  club  of  your  own  ? — No,  I  have 
none,  and  very  few  have  private  clubs  in  our  part  of  the 
country. 

1636.  You  say  that  there  are  still  a  considerable  number 
of  working  class  people  who  do  provide  medical  attend- 
ance for  themselves  and  their  wives  ? — Yes. 

1637.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Is  it  your  experience,  where 
they  do  not  apply  for  relief,  that  the  country  doctor 
attends  them  for  nothing — that  they  cannot  pay  ? — Oh, 
constantly,  of  course. 

1638.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  You  say  that  you  arranged  for 
stations  during  the  recent  epidemic,  where  re- vaccinations 
were  performed  ? — I  did  as  regards  outlying  hamlets. 

1639.  And  were  you  paid  the  domiciliary  fee,  or  the 
elsewhere  fee  ? — I  took  the  2s.  6d.  fee ;  I  did  not  con- 
sider I  was  entitled  to  the  other. 

1640.  Were  there  many  of  those  cases  ? — About  400, 
under  those  conditions. 

1641.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Would  it  be  any  advantage  to 
the  public  vaccinator  if  he  had  more  time  allowed  for 
inspecting  the  results  of  the  operation  of  vaccination — at 
present  I  think  he  has  a  fortnight  ? — No,  you  cannot  risk 
it ;  the  arm  might  go  wrong  unless  it  was  seen  at  the 
proper  time. 

1642.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  You  see  it  when  it  is  at  its  worst? 
— You  should  see  it  a  little  before.  I  like  to  see  them 
early.    If  you  allow  them  to  go  too  long  you  run  risks. 

1643.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Under  the  present  arrangements 
can  the  public  vaccinator  work  in  inspections  with  his 
ordinary  medical  practice  ? — To  a  certain  extent  he  can, 
but  to  a  very  limited  extent. 

1644.  What  I  want  to  get  at  is  this — could  it  be  arranged 
better,  so  that  he  might  save  his  own  time  by  working  in 
these  inspections  with  his  ordinary  work  ? — No,  I  do  not 
think  you  could  effect  that  by  any  change  in  the  date  of 
inspection.  You  might  effect  it  by  allowing  him  longer 
time  to  take  the  cases  on  his  Form  H. 

1645.  Instead  of  four  months  give  him  a  longer  time  ? — 
Two  weeks,  is  it  not  ?  The  public  vaccinator  is  bound  to 
visit  the  case  within  two  weeks  of  receiving  the  name  on 
Form  H. 

1646.  That  is  so,  and  Form  H.  is  issued  when  the  child 
is  four  months  and  one  week  old  ? — Yes. 

1647.  Your  suggestion  is  that  he  should  be  allowed  a 
longer  time  than  a  fortnight  to  make  his  visit  to  the  home 
of  the  child  ? — Yes,  the  average  number  on  Form  H.  is 
very  small  in  country  districts. 

1648.  That  does  not  apply  in  large  towns  ? — Ob,  no. 

1649.  (Chairman.)  I  think  you  would  like  to  put  before 
us  some  returns  made  by  public  vaccinators  in  rural  dis- 
tricts for  the  purposes  of  this  inquiry.  You  have  not  put 
those  in,  have  you  ? — No.  There  are  certain  returns  that 
I  have  tabulated.  (See  Appendix,  No.  XX.)  These  returns 
I  have  prepared  in  tabular  form.  They  show  first  of  all 
the  decline  of  vaccination  prior  to  1898,  and  the  effect  of 
re-vaccination  and  default  on  subsequent  expenditure. 

1650.  You  referred  to  part  of  this  just  now  ? — To  some 
examples  from  it,  possibly. 

1651.  Is  there  anything  further  you  have  to  add  ? — I 
have  several  tables  here.  This  table  shows  examples  of 
long  distances  travelled  by  public  vaccinators  in  the  per- 
formance of  their  duties.    (See  Appendix,  No.  XXI.) 

1652.  These  are  collected  from  members  of  the  Associa- 
tion?— Yes. 

1653.  Does  your  Association  include  nearly  all  the  public 
vaccinators  ? — It  includes  a  very  large  proportion. 

1654.  What  proportion  ?  For  the  purposes  of  con- 
sidering these  returns  one  wants  to  know  that  rather  ? — 
The  number  of  returns  is  about  600. 

1655.  How  many  public  vaccinators  are  there  ? — About 
1,500,  I  think.  But  my  returns  are  only  from  rural 
districts. 
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1656.  I  see  here  Bath  and  Derby  ?— Some  of  the  large 
towns  have  portions  of  the  Union  extending  outside. 
Then  I  have  a  table  showing  the  average  fee  per  visit  or 
per  mile  received  by  public  vaccinators. 

1657.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  What  is  the  nature  of  the 
selection  ?  Are  these  typical  ?—  They  are  taken  purely 
haphazard,  because  they  are  taken  from  the  returns  which 
provide  the  information  I  want  for  the  table. 

1658.  This  is  a  selection  taken  haphazard  ?  — Yes. 
taken  haphazard. 

1659.  (Chairman.)  Have  you  any  other  tables  ? — The 
next  table  I  have  is  from  the  Union  of  Spilsby  (Lincoln- 
shire), Hogsthorpe  district.  It  shows  the  number  of 
successful  primary  vaccinations  ;  the  number  of  visits  to 
the  homes  of  children  ;  the  total  distances  to  the  homes 
of  the  children ;  the  average  distance  for  each  visit ; 
the  average  distance  for  each  primary  successful  vacci- 
nation ;  the  total  fees  received ;  the  average  fee  per 
visit ;  and  the  average  fee  for  each  successful  vaccination. 
(See  Appendix,  No.  XXII.) 

1660.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  But  Hogsthorpe  is  an  exceptional 
parish — there  is  practically  only  one  small  aggregation  in 
the  whole  parish  ? — That  is  so,  I  only  selected  it  as  an 
example  of  the  work  that  has  to  be  done  for  what  appear 
to  be  high  fees. 

1661.  (Chairman.)    Is  there  one  public  vaccinator? — 

1662.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  What  are  his  fees  ? — 12s.  and 
2s.  6d.  I  have  a  great  many  more  here  taken  from  my 
abstracts. 

1663.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  We  have  a  large  return  which 
will  be  printed  showing  the  figures  for  all  the  unions  in  the 
country  for  the  four  years  before  the  passing  of  the  Act 
and  the  four  years  since,  and  that  will  probably  give  us 
sufficient  material  in  both  urban  and  rural  districts  to 
show  us  what  the  cost  of  vaccination  actually  is  ? — Yes, 
the  main  point  is  to  show  the  long  distances  that  have  to  be 
travelled  in  earning  the  money. 

1664.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  I  know  the  scattered  nature 
and  difficulties  of  the  district,  but  the  same  difficulties 
apply  in  other  districts  of  the  same  sort  ?— Yes,  I  have 
plenty  more. 

1665.  (Chairman.)  We  are  aware  of  them  from  evi- 
dence which  has  been  put  before  us.  In  the  case  of  the 
last  one  you  spoke  of — in  Lincolnshire — are  the  fees  fixed 
by  distance  ? — I  cannot  remember.  It  is  a  zone  fee  of 
some  sort.  I  have  here  extracts  illustrating  the  question 
of  long  distances  and  they  are  rather  voluminous. 

1666.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Are  these  cases  in  which  the  Guar- 
dians have  recognised  the  necessity  of  paying  the  iucreased 
fee  ? — In  some  cases — not  in  all. 

1667.  If  so,  they  would  scarcely  touch  the  present  in- 
quir}'.  The  inquiry  is — "  What  should  be  the  minimum 
fee."  Now  in  districts  where  the  Guardians  recognise 
that  the  minimum  is  not  high  enough  they  have  done  jus- 
tice to  the  public  vaccinator,  or  at  all  events  an  agreement 
has  been  come  to  with  the  public  vaccinator  that  the 
fees  shall  be  higher  than  the  minimum  ? — Some  of  the 
«ases  fall  into  that  category  and  some  do  not. 

1668.  Can  you  give  us  an  instance  of  one  which  does 
not  ? — Yes,  "  I  can  recall  cases  in  which  I  have  had  to  run  a 
horse  five  miles  before  I  could  send  in  a  certificate  and 
draw  6s.  or  7s."  And  at  Loughborough  the  public  vac- 
cinator has  had  to  drive  twelve  miles  for  5s. 

1669.  Is  not  Loughborough  a  district  where  anti-vac- 
cination is  strong  ? — Yes,  it  is. 

1670.  (Chairman.)  Can  you  give  us  another  instance  ?— 
Yes,  I  can — Cinderford,  that  is  part  of  Westbury  on 
Severn.  *  Minimum  fees  are  paid.  From  January  1899  to 
March  1903,  the  vaccinations  were  500,  journeys,  2,338, 
miles  travelled,  5,004,  giving  an  average  of  ten  miles  per 
case  for  minimum  fees. 

1671.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  For  the  minimum  fees  ?-— *Yes, 
they  lowered  the  fees  in  1901. 

*The  witness  writes  correcting  these  statements : — "  The 
fees  are  2s.  9d.  and  8s.  3d.  An  attempt  was  made  to  get 
them  reduced,  but  failed." 


1672.  That  is  also  an  anti-vaccination  district  ? — Yes,  jyr  Mam 
most  of  the  districts  of  the  Westbury  on  Severn  Union  are. 

1673.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Would  it  in  your  opinion  be  desir- 
able that  any  special  means  should  be  provided  for  dealing 
with  districts  in  which  Guardians  are  strongly  opposed  to 
vaccination  ? — Do  you  mean  a  Committee  of  Assessors  to 
fix  the  fees  ? 

1674.  In  the  case  of  vaccination  officers  the  Local 
Government  Board  are  empowered  to  fix  the  fees  ?— So 
they  are  in  the  case  of  public  vaccinators. 

1675.  Would  you  suggest  that  the  Local  Government 
Board  should  fix  the  fees  on  appeal  from  public  vaccinators 
in  these  cases  ? — Yes,  they  have  the  power  to  do  so  already. 

1676.  Will  you  show  us  where  the  power  is  ? — I  thought 
they  had  it. 

1677.  Is  it  not  a  matter  of  agreement  between  the 
Guardians  and  the  public  vaccinators  at  the  present  time  ? 
— Yes,  but  with  the  right  of  appeal  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  behind. 

1678.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  You  are  thinking,  perhaps,  of  the 
commencement  of  the  Act,  where  the  Board  is  referred  to  ? 
— I  was  under  the  impression  that  where  fees  have  b3en 
lowered  the  public  vaccinator  has  the  right  of  appealing  to 
the  Local  Government  Board. 

1679.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Indirectly,  of  course,  you  are  right. 
The  Board  have  to  approve  the  contract.  If  they  do  not 
approve,  the  contract  does  not  exist.  But  your  answer 
will  be  sufficient  for  the  purpose. 

1680.  (Chairman.)  Have  you  any  further  returns,  Dr. 
Maude  ?  Or  rather,  any  cases  in  particular  you  would 
like  to  bring  before  us  ? — Here  is  a  case  I  should  like  to 
adduce — Northiam,  Sussex.    I  have  here  an  extract  from 

a  letter  from  Mr.  ,  one  of  the  public  vaccinators  : 

"  I  am  public  vaccinator  for  the  eighth  district  of  the 
Battle  Union,  and  reside  outside  the  district.  My  nearest 
cases  are  over  two  miles  distant,  and  my  furthest  eleven 
miles.  The  fee  is  in  all  cases  6s.,  the  same  fee  as  is  paid  to 
the  urban  vaccinator.  A  fortnight  ago  I  vaccinated  a 
case  eleven  miles  off  ;  the  birth  fee  is  2s.,  the  population  is 
about  1,000,  and  most  of  the  cases  are  from  four  to  five 
miles  off  ;  the  parish  is  very  large  and  sparsely  populated." 

1681.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  What  is  the  (a)  fee  ?— The  (a)  fee 
is  2s.,  and  the  (b)  fee  is  6s. 

1682.  Did  you  say  the  public  vaccinator  is  not  in  his 
district  ? — Not  in  his  district. 

1683.  And,  therefore,  the  computation  of  distance  is 
from  an  address  outside  ? — Yes.  Then  I  have  an  extract 
from  a  letter  from  the  public  vaccinator  of  Liskeard,  Dr. 
William  Hammond:  "  I  live  two-and-a-half  miles  from 
the  nearest  point  in  my  district,  and  it  reaches  one  way  to 
eleven  miles  along  the  road.  A  great  portion  is  moorland, 
and  many  of  the  farms  can  only  be  reached  by  one-and-a 
half  to  two  miles  walk  across  the  fields.  It  has  an  area  of 
26,300  acres,  and  the  Guardians  have  never  enforced  the 
law,  except  in  one  case,  lately ;  several  members  are 
opposed  to  vaccination.  For  some  months  during  last 
year  I  did  no  vaccinations,  as  the  Guardians  would  make 
no  arrangements,  and  wished  me  to  take  3s.  6d.  a  case. 
At  the  present  rates — the  minimum  fees — I  consider  that 
I  am  greatly  underpaid." 

1684.  (Chairman.)  Have  you  any  other  case  to  bring 
before  us  ? — Not  of  that  sort.  I  have  a  series  of  extracts 
illustrating  the  actual  fee  per  visit.  (See  Appendix,  No. 
XXIII.) 

1685.  You  have  already  stated  that  the  average  number 
was  between  three  and  four,  so  that  as  far  as  your  evidence 
is  concerned,  we  can  arrive  at  the  number  of  cases  on  an 
average. 

1686.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  The  fact  you  deduce  from  the 
returns  you  have  had  is  that  30-4  or  30  per  cent,  is  the 
average  number  ?— 30*4  of  unremunerative  visits. 

1687.  Then  do  you  agree  with  what  has  been  said  by 
another  witness,  that  the  number  of  visits  ranges  from  two- 
and-a-half  to  three  for  each  case  ? — That  would  be  per 
case — it  comes  to  much  the  same  thing. 

1688.  Your  figures  go  a  little  beyond  that — you  go  to 
three  visits  per  case  ? — It  would  be  a  little  more,  I  think. 
Take  it  at  3-5  per  100,  it  would  be  a  little  over  three  visits 
per  case — not  much — about  three-and-a-half. 
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1689.  (Chairman.)  This  table,  showing  the  fee  per  mile, 
would  be  interesting,  but  it  is  only  worked  out  in  some 
cases  ? — It  is  not  even  a  posting  rate — may  I  illustrate 
that  further  ?  I  will  take  Westbury.  The  average  dis- 
tance is  two-and-a-half  miles  ;  t>he  fees  are  2s.  and  7s.  6d.; 
the  average  journey  to  each  case  is  three  miles  ;  therefore, 


he  ha3  to  go  twenty-one  miles  for  10a.  ;  the  local  cab  tare 
is  Is.  out  and  6d.  home  or  15s.  9d.  for  each  journey. 

1G90-  Does  that  conclude  the  evidence  you  would  like 
to  give  us,  Dr.  Maude  ?  -I  think  that  will  complete  what  I 
should  like  to  pui  before  you. 


Mr.  William  Fairhukst, 

Mr.Iairhurd  1691.  (Chairman.)  Mr.  Fairhurst,  you  are,  I  believe, 
Guardian  of  the  Poor  for  the  Township  of  Aspull  in  the 
Wigan  Union  ? — Yes. 

1692.  And  you  are  giving  evidence  on  behalf  of  the 
Guardians  of  the  Wigan  Union  ? — That  is  so. 

1693.  You  come  here  at  their  request  ? — Yes. 

1694.  Your  Union,  I  understand,  addressed  a  Memorial 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  on  the  subject  of  the  fees 
payable  to  public  vaccinators  under  the  Vaccination 
Order,  1898,  and  sent  copies  of  that  Memorial  to  all  the 
Unions  in  England  and  Wales  ? — That  is  so,  yes. 

1695.  Have  you  a  copy  of  that  Memorial,  sir  ? — Yes^ 
I  have  a  copy  here.    (See  Appendix,  No.  XXIV.) 

1696.  Is  it  a  long  one  ? — It  is  not  over  lengthy. 

1697.  How  many  replies  have  you  received  from  other 
unions,  and  what  is  the  nature  of  the  replies  so  received  ? 
— Ill  unions  have  replied  that  they  are  in  favour  of  the 
memorial,  and  the  metropolitan  unions  and  a  number  of 
other  unions  in  addition  have  replied  that  they  are  also  in 
favour  of  a  reduction  of  the  fees  payable  to  public  vac- 
cinators :  fifty-two  unions  (mostly  agricultural  and  small 
unions)  have  acknowledged  our  letter,  and  replied  that  they 
do  not  propose  to  take  any  action  in  this  matter. 

1698.  I  suppose  the  Guardians  of  the  Wigan  Union  do 
not  desire  any  alteration  in  the  fees  payable  to  vaccination 
officers  ? — That  is  so. 

1699.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Would  you  tell  me— do  the  Guar- 
dians of  the  Wigan  Union  pay  postages  to  their  vaccination 
officers  ?— They  do,  sir. 

1700.  Is  it  your  opinion  that  in  all  cases  Guardians 
should  pay  postages  to  vacfcination  officers  ? — That  has  not 
been  a  question  with  us,  as  a  Board. 

1701.  Because  you  do  it  ? — We  do  it,  yes. 

1702.  (Chairman.)  Do  you  consider  that  the  increased 
cost  of  vaccination  under  the  Order  of  1898  is  chiefly  due 
to  the  increased  fees  payable  to  the  public  vaccinators  ?— 
We  do. 

1703.  How  does  the  cost  of  vaccination  in  the  Wigan 
Union  for  the  four  years  preceding  the  Vaccination  Act 
1898  compare  with  the  cost  for  the  four  years  subsequent 
thereto  ? — Well,  the  cost  for  the  four  years  under  the  old 
Act,  you  see,  amounted  to  £2,020  9s.  2d.  Under  the 
present  Act,  for  the  same  number  of  years,  the  cost  was 
£6,647  4s.  4d. 

1704.  You  think  that  the  increased  cost  of  vaccination 
for  the  current  year  will  be  greater  than  that  shown  by  the 
return  referred  to  in  your  memorial  ? — Yes. 

1705.  Can  you  tell  the  Committee  what  is  the  usual 
charge  to  private  patients  in  Wigan  for  vaccination  ? — I 
have  had  some  talk  with  private  practitioners,  and  they 
tell  me  that  they  vaccinate  for  2s.  6d. 

1706.  That  is  to  say,  they  perform  the  operation  ? — 
That  is  so — yes. 

1707.  How  many  marks  do  they  give  ? — They  give  the 
usual  number  of  marks. 

1708.  What  is  the  usual  number  ? — Three,  I  suppose. 

1709.  Does  that  mean  that  they  would  vaccinate  in  the 
same  way  that  public  vaccinators  are  called  upon  to  vac- 
cinate now  ? — That  is  so. 

1710.  They  would  comply  with  the  orders  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  in  that  respect  ? — They  would. 

1711.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Is  that  at  the  surgery  or  at  the 


called  ;  and  Examined. 

home  of  the  patients  ? — At  the  home  of  the  patients. 
This  is  the  fact — that  we  have  public  vaccinators  appointed 
for  the  union  who,  in  their  own  private  practice,  vaccinate 
children  at  the  homes  of  their  parents  for  2s.  6d. 

1712.  (Chairman.)  What  lymph  do  they  use  in  their 
private  capacity  ? — They  use  Government  lymph — I  have- 
seen  it. 

1713.  You  have  seen  the  operation,  you  mean  ? — No,  I 
have  seen  the  lymph  in  the  tubes — in  the  glass  tubes. 

1714.  When  they  are  operating  on  their  own  private 
patients  ? — Yes,  and  having  to  buy  their  own  lymph. 

1715.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  How  can  you  tell  that  it  is  Govern- 
ment lymph  ?— Well,  of  course  I  take  their  word,  you 
know. 

1716.  They  admit  it  ? — Yes.  I  do  not  suppose  a. 
gentleman  of  that  standing  and  position  would  state  an. 
untru'h. 

1717.  They  tell  you  that  it  is  Government  lymph  ?— 
They  tell  me  so,  ye  i. 

1718.  (Chairman.)  You  think  then  that  2s.  6d.  is  a- 
sufficient  minimum  fee  for  a  public  vaccinator  ? — -That  is 
what  we  do  think — honestly  think  ;  and  beyond  that,, 
we  think  it  is  an  injustice  to  the  ratepayers,  and  a  burden. 

1719.  Have  you  examined  the  Vaccination  Register 
with  a  view  to  seeing  how  many  vaccinations  and  re- 
vaccinations  can  be  performed  by  one  public  vaccinator 
in  a  single  day  ? — I  have  seen  the  Register  for  the  town- 
ship of  Wigan,  and  I  have  seen  that  on  the  3rd  of  Janu- 
ary, 1903,  Dr.  Bradbury,  Public  Vaccinator  for  Wigan,. 
performed  successful  primary  vaccination  on  forty-eight 
persons,  and  successfully  re-vaccinated  sixty-one  persons- 
in  that  single  day,  for  which  he  received  from  the  Guar- 
dians the  sum  of  £19  12s.  6d.,  and  on  the  13th  January, 
1903,  he  performed  successful  primary  vaccination  on 
thirty-eight  persons,  and  successfully  re-vaccinated  14& 
persons  in  that  single  day,  for  which  he  received  from  the 
Guardians  the  sum  of  £27  15s.  On  the  4th  February, 
1903,  he  successfully  performed  primary  vaccination  on 
seventeen  persons,  and  successfully  re-vaccinated  195- 
persons  in  one  day,  for  which  he  received  from  the  Guar- 
dians the  sum  of  £28  12s.  6d.  And  on  the  6th  February, 
the  same  year,  the  public  vaccinator  successfully  vac- 
cinated thirty-three  persons,  and  successfully  re-vaccinated 
141  persons  in  that  single  day,  for  which  he  received  from 
the.  Guardians  the  sum  of  £25  17s.  6d.,  and  the  Guardians- 
contend  that  if  such  a  very  large  number  of  persons  can 
be  successfully  re-vaccinated  as  195  persons  by  one  public 
vaccinator  in  one  day,  then  a  fee  of  Is.  6d.  for  each  case 
of  successful  re-vaccination  must  be  an  ample  payment. 

1720.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Were  these  re-vaccinations  domi- 
ciliary vaccinations,  or  were  they  vaccinations  at  a 
station  ? — Well,  he  vaccinated  some  of  these  in  the 
schools— elementary  schools,  St.  Georges,  Wigan— and 
then  some  at  his  own  station. 

1721.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  At  the  2s.  6d.  fee,  then,  some 
of  them  ? — Yes. 

1722.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Did  he  have  any  assistance  to  help 
him  in  the  operation  ?— We  are  not  aware  that  he  had 
any  assistance. 

1723.  According  to  the  evidence  that  has  been  put 
before  the  Committee,  it  would  be  impossible  for  any  one 
to  do  this.  Do  you  know  how  it  was  that  this  one  was 
able  to  do  it  ? — No,  I  only  know  that  he  has  done  it,  and 
his  books  are  to  be  seen. 
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1724.  Is  it  not  the  inference  that  he  employed  assist- 
ance ?— We  do  not  know  that  he  employed  any  one. 

1725.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  But  you  do  not  deny  the  possi- 
bility that  he  did  ? — No,  but  I  rather  incline  to  think 
he  did  not. 

1726.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Has  he  been  informed  of  this 
statement  ?— I  do  not  know  that  he  has.  The  clerk  sent 
for  his  books,  and  I  saw  these  books,  and  examined  these 
entries. 

1727.  Do  you  not  think  it  would  have  been  right  to  give 
him  an  opportunity  of  seeing  this  statement,  in  order  that 
he  might  have  given  any  explanation  that  is  possible  ? — 
If  you  deem  that  wise,  we  will  see  him — I  will  take  that 
upon  myself,  and  he  can  inform  me,  or  he  can  inform  you, 
or  the  Board.  I  may  say  just  here  and  now.  that  hia 
midwifery  fees  just  recently  have  not  been  so  heavy  as 
heretofore. 

1728.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Do  you  know  how  many  hours 
he  was  employed  doing  that  large  number  of  cases — what 
time  he  began  in  the  morning,  and  what  time  he  left  off 
at  night  ? — I  have  not  that  information — but  he  would 
vaccinate  some  at  night. 

1729.  So  presumably  he  had  a  very  long  day — above 
the  average  time.  He  was  working  overtime,  and  surely 
you  would  allow  that  he  was  entitled  to  increased  pay  for 
overtime  ? — But  this  pay  is  beyond  all  reason. 

1730.  He  has  also  on  the  following  week  to  see  them 
again  and  re-dress  them. — Yes. 

1731.  So  that  all  this  money  must  be  divided  by  two, 
if  not  by  three  ;  if  there  are  any  inflamed  arms  he  has  to 
attend  to  them  ? — Yes. 

1732.  So  that  there  might  be  three  or  four  extra  visits 
to  pay  to  some  of  these  cases  ? — Yes,  we  admit  that. 

1733.  So  that  it  is  not  quite  fair  to  say  that  he  earned 
£28  in  one  day,  because  he  would  have  a  large  number  of 
visits  to  pay  to  the  homes  ? — He  has  to  see  that  every  case 
is  successful — we  admit  that. 

1734.  (Chairman.)  Are  you  aware  of  what  is  required 
from  the  public  vaccinator,  from  first  to  last,  from  the  time 
he  is  first  made  aware  of  the  existence  of  the  child  until  he 
gives  the  certificate  of  successful  vaccination — are  you 
aware  of  all  the  duties  he  has  to  perform  ? — I  think  we  are 
aware  of  them.  In  some  cases,  as  has  been  observed,  the 
doctor  would  have  to  make  three  calls. 

1735.  The  Committee  would  like  some  further  informa- 
tion about  this  extraordinary  number.  I  may  tell  you 
that  we  have  had  evidence  that  a  man  working  twelve  hours 
a  day  would  only  be  able  to  vaccinate  thirty-six  cases — 
mot  more.  And  this  gentleman  you  say  performed  195  ? 
—195. 

1736.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Seventeen  primary  and  195  re- 
vaccinations  in  one  day  ? — That  is  so. 

1737.  And  the  fees  paid  amounted  to  £28  ? — Yes. 

1738.  But,  as  the  Chairman  has  said,  one  witness  has 
stated  that  it  takes  twenty  minutes  to  vaccinate  a  child 
properly.  If  these  vaccinations  took  only  five  minutes 
•each,  it  would  take  him  nearly  eighteen  hours  ? — I  should 
-say  that  Dr.  Bradbury  would  vaccinate  a  number  in 
twenty  minutes. 

1739.  Do  you  know  what  he  has  to  do  in  preparing  and 
vaccinating  and  dressing  ? — I  know  what  they  do  as  a 
rule,  they  scratch  the  arm  and  put  the  lymph  in. 

1740.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Nothing  before  and  after  ? — 
Very  little  more. 

1741.  Have  you  seen  Dr.  Bradbury  vaccinate  ? — I  have 
seen  my  own  children  vaccinated.  I  have  a  family  of 
eight  children  and  all  of  them  have  been  vaccinated. 

1742.  And  did  you  go  to  the  public  station  with  them  ? 
— Under  the  old  Act. 

1743.  Of  course  they  were  not  required  to  do  under  the 
old  Act  what  they  do  now  ?— Well,  so  far  as  my  knowledge 
goes  they  do  very  much  similar  in  vaccinating— the 
operation  is  very  little  different. 

1744.  But  you  must  be  aware  that  the  whole  technique 
takes  up  a  great  deal  more  time  now  than  it  did  under  the 
old  Act.  The  arm  has  to  be  washed  and  the  arm  has  to  be 
dried  ?— Yes.  j 

,  1745.  The  instrument  has  to  be  sterilise:!  ? — Yes: 
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1746.  And  the  lymph  has  to  be  blown  out  by  a  special  Mr.  Fairhurst 
instrument  and  not  by  the  mouth  ? — Yes. 

1747.  The  lymph  is  then  rubbed  in  ?— Yes. 

1748.  Then  there  has  to  be  a  dressing  applied  over  it  to 
prevent  any  contamination  from  the  air  or  from  clothing  ? 
—Yes. 

1749.  And  you  also  know  that  some  bandage  or  other 
means  of  retaining  the  dressing  in  place  has  to  be  put 
on  ? — That  is  so. 

1750.  (Chairman.)  You  still  think  it  possible  that  this 
gentleman  could  have  done  195  ? — Oh  yes,  he  has  done  it. 
I  will  take  upon  myself  to  get  this  information  from  him  if 
you  prefer  it.     (See  Appendix,  No.  XXV.) 

1751.  I  think  it  would  be  more  satisfactory  if  he  was 
made  aware  of  it  ? — Yes,  sir. 

1752.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  The  Committee  are  aware  that 
under  the  old  Act  the  vaccinations  could  be  done  very 
rapidly,  because  there  were  none  of  these  precautions  to 
be  adopted  ? — Yes,  and  they  are  done  rapidly  now. 

1753.  (Chairman. )  What  do  you  consider  should  be  the 
minimum  fee  for  each  re-vaccination? — One  shilling  and  six- 
pence. We  consider  the  fees  should  be  2s.  6d.  for  primary 
vaccinations  ani  Is.  6d.  for  re-vaccinations. 

1754.  In  some  cases  public  vaccinators  hold  other 
appointments,  such  as  that  of  district  medical  officer. 
Is  that,  in  your  opinion,  a  reason  for  reducing  the  fees 
payable  to  them  for  vaccination  ? — Yes. 

1755.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  They  tell  us  that  they  cannot 
ordinarily  work  in  their  public  vaccination  work  with 
their  work  as  district  medical  officer — that  they  can  only 
do  so  in  a  limited  number  of  cases.  Have  you  any  obser- 
vation to  make  on  that  statement  ? — I  think  the  evidence 
and  proof  is  on  the  other  hand — that  their  work  chiefly 
as  public  vaccinators  and  officers  for  the  Union  is  all 
attended  in  the  ordinary  course  of  private  work.  There 
may  be  exceptional  cases. 

1756.  Your  opinion  is  that  they  do  work  in  their  public 
vaccination  work  with  their  other  work  as  medical  prac- 
titioners ? — They  do  ;  there  may  be  exceptional  cases. 

1757.  Have  you  any  experience  of  rural  unions  ? — Yes 
— rural  unions — yes.  My  township  has  an  Urban  Dis- 
trict Council.  The  public  vaccinator  for  Aspull  takes  in 
Haigh— that  is  a  rural  district.  You  may  put  it  down 
that  both  Aspull  and  Haigh  are  partly  rural ;  and  Haigh, 
I  should  say,  will  be  three  miles  from  Dr.  Cook's  own 
home,  or  perhaps  four.  It  adjoins  Wigan  township  at 
one  end. 

1758.  He  might  have  to  go  four  miles  to  vaccinate  one 
case  ? — Yes,  it  is  possible. 

1759.  That  would  be  eight  miles  for  each  visit  ? — Yes. 

1760.  And  if  the  parent  refuses  the  first  time  he  would 
have  to  go  eight  more  miles  ? — Yes. 

1761.  And  then  eight  more  miles  to  inspect  ? — Yes. 

1762.  And  the  fee  he  would  get  for  that  would  be  ?  — 
2s.  6d.  we  think  would  be  sufficient. 

1763.  You  think  2s.  6d.  would  be  enough  for  going 
twenty-four  miles  ? — But  that  is  a  very  rare  case. 

1764.  But  we  are  told  that  public  vaccinators  (and  we 
have  had  a  large  number  of  instances  put  before  us) 
travel  distances  ranging  from  eight  to  twenty  miles  and 
more  for  one  public  vaccination.  Would  you  consider 
a  fee  of  2s.  6d.  to  be  a  reasonable  fee  in  those  circum- 
stances ? — Well,  in  cases  like  that,  2s.  6d.  on  the  face 
of  it  looks  too  little  we  will  say,  supposing  the  doctor  has 
to  go  so  many  times  and  that  distance.  But  then  when 
you  put  that  isolated  case  with  others  that  are  close  at 
hand  in  thickly-populated  districts — that  is  how  we  think 
the  thing  ought  to  weigh. 

1765.  Would  it  not  be  fair  to  arrange  the  fees  according 
to  distance  ? — Perhaps  there  might  be  good  policy  in 
that. 

1766.  And  would  it  not  be  fair  to  pay  an  extra  fee 
where  extra  visits  had  to  be  paid  ?  —Perhaps  there  is 
wisdom  in  that. 

1767.  So  that  if  the  public  vaccinator  has  to  pay  more 
than  two  visits  he  will  receive  more  than  one  fee  ? — 
You  see,  our  Board  of  Guardians  look  this  way.  In  our 
Union,  as  a  rule,  with  the  exception  of  Upholland,  we  are 
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Mr.Fairhurst  Pretty  thickly-populated  and  the  public  vaccinators  have 
not  very  far  to  go.  I  should  say  this  four  miles  is  about 
one  of  the  longest  journeys.  In  Upholland,  perhaps,  the 
doctor  may  have  to  travel  five  miles. 

1768.  Supposing  the  public  vaccinator  has  only  to  go 
two  miles,  if  he  has  to  pay  three  visits  before  vaccination 
is  completed,  he  would  then  have  to  travel  twelve  miles 
for  that  one  fee.  Would  you  suggest  that  2s.  6d.  would 
be  sufficient  for  that  work  ? — I  should  say  that  2s.  6d., 
taking  it  all  round,  is  a  fair  and  just  and  righteous  fee, 
taking  all  the  cases  together. 

1769.  What  is  the  cost  of  posting  in  your  district — 
ordinary  posting.  Supposing  I  go  into  the  district,  what 
should  I  have  to  pay  for  hiring  a  conveyance  ? — You 
would  get  a  cab  at  about  the  same  rate  as  here,  you  know. 

1770.  What  would  that  be  ?  What  should  I  have  to 
pay  for  eight  miles  ? — You  would  have  to  pay  from 
3s.  to  4s. 

1771.  And  I  should  get  a  fee  of  2s.  6d.  at  the  end  of  it  ? 
— Yes,  but  you  are  assuming  now  that  our  public  vac- 
cinators have  to  hire  conveyances  ? 

1772.  They  have  to  provide  a  conveyance,  and  you 
must  allow  him  something  reasonable  in  the  way  of  re- 
muneration for  his  work.  He  has  to  provide  a  convey- 
ance and  be  paid  for  his  work.  Where  does  the  pay  come 
in  if  he  only  gets  2s.  6d.  ? — You  are  assuming  that  the 
gentleman  has  no  other  cases,  but  we  know  that  these 
calls  are  made  on  the  usual  round  on  their  private  practice, 
and  these  extreme  cases  are  exceptional. 

1773.  That,  at  any  rate,  is  your  opinion  ? — Yes. 

1774.  They  tell  us  differently,  but  that  is  your  opinion  ? 
— Yes,  your  line  of  argument  would  be  wholesome— — 

1775.  I  don't  put  any  line  of  argument — I  ask  you 
for  facts  ? — Yes,  but  you  see  you  are  arguing  the  matter 

1776.  I  am  asking  you  questions— understand  that — 
I  am  basing  my  questions  on  evidence  given  to  the  Com- 
mittee in  this  room  by  public  vaccinators.  I  am  not 
arguing  the  case  at  all — I  don't  want  to  argue  it  at  all  with 
any  witness — all  I  want  is  that  you  will  state  facts  to  the 
Committee  in  reply  to  the  questions  that  I  am  putting  to 
you  ? — Yes,  I  have  stated  facts  so  far. 

1777.  (Chairman.)  What  was  the  number  of  successful 
primary  vaccinations  and  re-vaccinations  in  the  Union 
in  the  four  years  ended  Lady  Day,  1899  ? — During  the 
four  years  ended  Lady  Day,  1899,  the  total  amount  paid 
to  public  vaccinators  in  this  Union  was  £815  15s.,  and  there 
were  9,613  successful  primary  and  re-vaccinations. 

1778.  Then  during  the  year  ending  Lady  Day,  1903  T 
— The  total  amount  paid  to  public  vaccinators  was 
£4,801  4s.  3d.,  and  there  were  15,284  successful  primary 
vaccinations  and  re-vaccinations.  This  shows  that  for 
the  four  years  ended  Lady  Day,  1899,  the  average  amount 
paid  to  public  vaccinators  for  each  successful  primary 
vaccination  or  re -vaccination  in  thjs  Union  was  Is.  8d., 
and  for  the  four  years  ended  Lady  Day,  1903,  the  average 
amount  paid  to  public  vaccinators  for  each  successful 
primary  vaccination  or  re-vaccination  was  6s.  3d. 

1779.  (Mr.  Liihiby.)  The  average  for  the  four  years 
ended  Lady  Day,  1899,  was  for  stational  vaccination,  was 
it  not  ? — That  is  so — yes. 

1780.  The  child  would  be  brought  to  the  public 
vaccinator  both  for  vaccination  and  inspection  ? — Right. 

1781.  He  would  only  have  to  visit  the  station  and  there 
would  be  a  number  of  children  for  him  there  either  to 
vaccinate  or  inspect  ?— That  is  so — yes. 

1782.  But  the  vaccinations  for  the  four  years  ended 
Lady  Day,  1903,  when  the  average  was  6s.  3d.,  would  be 
domiciliary  vaccinations  ? — Yes,  sir. 

1783.  The  public  vaccinator  would  have  to  go  to  the 
house  to  vaccinate  and  again  to  the  house  to  inspect  ? — 
Yes. 

1784.  And  very  possibly  another  visit  because  the 
parent  had  refused  to  allow  the  child  to  be  vaccinated  ? — 
Yes. 

1785.  Or  possibly  because  the  child  was  ill  ? — Yes. 

1786.  Do  you  know  the  average  number  of  visits  the 
public  vaccinator  has  to  pay  under  the  present  system 


for  each  successful  vaccination  completed  ? — I  think  we 
have  touched  on  that — from  two  to  three. 

1787.  It  must  be  two — it  might  be  three  or  more  ? — Yes. 

1788.  We  have  been  told  that  the  average  is  between 
three  and  four,  in  the  experience  of  several  public  vaccina- 
tors ? — I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that. 

1789.  You  could  not  deny  that  ?— No.  r" 

1790.  (Chairman.)  In  respect  of  cases  that  would  arise 
out  of  vaccination  ? — Yes. 

1791.  Where  the  public  vaccinator  has  to  attend  as 
part  of  his  fee  ? — Yes,  our  experience,  so  far  as  we  know,, 
is — from  two  to  three  calls.  But  Is.  8d.  and  6s.  3d.  is 
a  wide  difference. 

.  1792.  (Mr.  Liihiby.)  If  we  take  the  statement  at 
three  and  a-half  visits  per  successful  vaccination  the 
present  average  in  the  Wigan  Union  would  work  out  at 
Is.  9d.  per  case,  would  it  not  ? — But  under  the  old  law 
did  not  the  same  thing  prevail  ?  When  the  children  were 
brought  by  the  parent  to  the  station,  the  doctor  was  forced 
to  see  them  two  or  three  times. 

1793.  I  only  want  the  averages.  Under  the  old 
system  the  parent  brought  her  child  to  the  station  and  the 
child  was  vaccinated.  On  the  following  week  she  brough  % 
her  child  again  for  inspection  and  lymph  was  taken  from 
the  arm  of  the  child  to  do  another  one.  Whilst  inspecting 
the  first  child  the  public  vaccinator  was  actually  perform- 
ing another  operation.  Under  the  new  system  the  public 
vaccinator  has  to  go  to  the  home  on  the  average  three  and; 
a-half  times  for  every  completed  vaccination.  Then 
divide  6s.  3d.  by  three  and  a-half  and  the  result  ia  Is.  9d.,. 
so  that  the  cost  of  vaccination  now,  having  regard  to  the 
work  to  be  done,  would  appear  to  be  just  about  the  same 
as  it  was  under  the  old  system  ? — But  the  cost  to  the 
ratepayers  is  not  the  same,  and  that  is  rather  a  serious- 
aspect. 

1794.  Are  you  aware  that  he  has  to  do  more  than  three 
times  the  work  under  the  new  system  that  he  did  under 
the  old  ? — I  don't  think  he  has— begging  your  pardon, 
simply  because,  as  I  have  said  before,  he  calls  on  his- 
ordinary  round.  . 

1795.  Would  you  say  then  that  the  evidence  given  to  us 
by  the  public  vaccinators  is  not  true  ? — I  should  say  that 
it  is  not  true. 

1796.  Have  you  ever  gone  round  with  the  public 
vaccinator  on  his  rounds  during  the  operation  of  the  present 
Act  ?— No. 

1797.  Then  it  is  your  private  opinion  ? — Yes,  but  we 
know  as  a  fact  that  these  vaccinations  take  place  on  their 
ordinary  visits. 

1798.  Then  if  they  say  they  don't  ? — There  are  excep- 
tions, as  we  have  admitted,  but  they  are  very  rare  indeed. 

1799.  Is  your  objection  to  the  cost  not  an  objection  to 
the  system  which  the  public  vaccinators  are  bound  to  carry 
out  ? — We  object  to  the  cost — we  think  it  is  too  much,  and 
we  think  the  fees  stated  in  our  Memorial  are  sufficient — 
2s.  6d.  and  Is.  6d. 

1800.  But  is  it  not  the  fact  that  the  Act  of  Parliament 
requires  every  public  vaccinator  to  visit  the  homes  of  the 
children  and  offer  to  vaccinate  them  at  their  homes  ? — 
Yes,  that  is  so. 

1801.  Your  own  evidence  shows  that  the  cost  under 
the  present  system  per  case  per  visit  is  precisely  the  same 
as  under  the  old  system  ? — According  to  your  working 
out  there  is  very  little  difference. 

1802.  Can  you  work  it  out  any  other  way  ? — No,  but 
you  make  the  calls  three,  you  see  ;  we  say  from  two  to 
three.  I  rather  think  if  you  were  to  put  it  at  two-and-a, 
half  you  would  be  within  bounds. 

1803.  I  am  putting  it  according  to  the  statement  of 
public  vaccinators,  who  have  actual  experience  (which 
you  have  not)  of  the  number  of  visits  they  pay. 

1804.  (Chairman.)  How  do  you  arrive  at  your  average 
of  from  two  to  three  ? — From  what  the  doctors  have  said. 

1805.  What  doctors  ?— Doctors  that  I  have  had  con- 
versation with. 

1806.  Public  vaccinators  ? — Public  vaccinators  and 
private  vaccinators. 

1807.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  The  private  vaccinators  could  not 
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give  you  any  information  a3  to  the  public  vaccinators  ? — 
I  rather  think  so. 

1808.  How  could  the  private  vaccinators  give  you  any 
information  as  to  the  public  vaccinators  ? — Because  he 
has  all  the  knowledge — he  knows  what  the  Act  is. 

1809.  But  this  fact  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  Statute  ? 
— Well,  I  was  in  conversation  with  an  assistant  to  one  of 
our  own  public  vaccinators,  and  he  has  vaccinated  for  this 
public  vaccinator  and  he  is  in  the  know. 

1810.  {Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Under  the  old  system  ? — No, 
under  the  present  system. 

1811.  {Mr.  Lithiby.)  And  does  he  state  that  the  average 
number  of  visits  paid  by  the  public  vaccinator  is  from  two 
to  three  ? — Yes,  from  two  to  three  visits. 

1812.  Will  you  give  us  his  name  ? — I  should  not  like  to 
do  that  without  his  permission — if  you  prefer  I  could  see 
him  and  I  would  ask. 

1813.  {Chairman.)  Is  he  one  of  your  public  vaccinators 
at  Wigan  ? — No,  he  has  been  an  assistant  to  one  of  our 
own  public  vaccinators. 

1814.  {Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Is  he  in  private  practice  now  ? — 
Yes. 

1815.  Is  he  a  rival  practitioner  to  the  public  vaccinator  ? 
— No,  I  would  not  say  that. 

1816.  {Chairman.)  Would  you  have  any  difficulty  in 
filling  the  appointments  at  the  reduced  rates  ? — No,  I 
don't  think  we  should  have  any  difficulty  whatever. 

1817.  Have  you  heard  it  stated  what  would  be  the  fee 
acceptable  to  public  vaccinators  ? — From  a  general  under- 
standing the  profession  would  be  prepared  to  do  it 
for  2s.  6d. 

1818.  Is  that  the  lowest  bidder  ? — We  have  no  bidders, 
so  far  as  bidders  are  concerned. 

1819.  They  would  do  it  for  2s.  6d.  ? — Yes,  and  private 
practitioners  say  that  they  think  2s.  6d.  i3  reasonable. 

1820.  {Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  You  say  that  Is.  6d.  is  reason- 
able for  re-vaccination  ? — Yes. 

1821.  You  have  seen  people  re-vaccinated  under  the 
new  system  ? — Yes. 

1822.  Is  there  any  difference  between  vaccination  and 
re- vaccination  under  the  new  system  ? — No,  not  much 
difference  in  the  operation. 

1823.  Is  there  any  at  all  ? — I  don't  know  that  there  is. 

1824.  Then  why  should  you  reduce  the  fee  from  2s.  6d. 
to  Is.  6d.  ? — It  applies  this  way.  These  re-vaccinations 
take  place  when  there  is  an  outbreak  of  smallpox  and 
then  there  is  a  flow. 

1825.  Then  your  system  is  a  reduction  upon  taking  a 
quantity  ? — Yes. 

1826.  You  do  not  think  that  a  medical  man  is  entitled 
to  a  reasonable  remuneration  for  doing  an  operation  which 
requires  care  and  skill  and  knowledge  ? — Oh,  yes. 

1827.  You  think  that  as  much  as  Is.  should  be  taken  off 
a  fee  because  he  happens  to  have  more  work  than  usual  ? — 
We  think  that  Is.  6d.  is  plenty,  and  the  medical  practi- 
tioners, who  have  had  to  do  with  smallpox  outbreaks 
and  have  to  do  with  re-vaccinations,  they  say  it  pays  well. 

1828.  {Mr.  Lithiby.)  Is  that  at  stations  or  at  the  homes? 
— At  the  station,  they  generally  come,  you  know. 

1829.  {Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  You  would  have  all  re-vaccina- 
tions done  at  stations  ? — Yes. 

1830.  Are  you  aware  that  the  increased  cost  of  vaccina- 
tion has  arisen  partly  from  the  recommendations  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Vaccination  ? — Yes. 

1831.  You  are  aware  that  they  recommended  that  vac- 
cination should  no  longer  be  done  at  the  station  upon 
infants  but  at  the  house  of  the  infant  ? — Yes. 

1832.  You  are  aware  that  that  entails  a  great  deal  more 
labour  upon  the  medical  man  ? — Yes. 

1833.  You  wish  to  economise  by  putting  a  greater 
burden  upon  the  medical  man — you  wish  him  to  do  more 
for  his  money  than  he  used  to  do  ? — We  do  not  wish  to  be 
unreasonable  at  all  with  the  profession,  but  we  do  think, 
looking  at  the  matter  from  the  ratepayers'  point  of  view, 
that  Is.  6d.  is  a  reasonable  fee  in  an  outbreak  of  smallpox. 

1834.  Would  you  object  to  pay  a  public  vaccinator  a 


salary  ?    He  would  take  the  epidemic  year  with  the  non-  Mr.Fairhurst 
epidemic  year.    Would  your  Board  of  Guardians  be  pre- 
pared to  entertain  the  idea  of  paying  a  lump  sum  every 
year  ? — We  would  rather  prefer  it — we  think  that  the  fee 
system  is  somewhat  unwholesome. 

1835.  Why  ? — I  do  not  wish  to  go  into  details,  but  if  I 
was  to  give  you  what  I  know  in  relation  to  what  has  been 
done  to  get  a  fee,  it  would  make  you  feel  a  little  strange.  I 
should  elevate  the  profession  and  give  them  a  salary  and 
pay  them  well — that  is  my  principle  and  that  is  the  feeling 
of  my  Board. 

1836.  On  what  scale  would  you  calculate  the  salary  ? — 
We  should  be  prepared  to  look  at  what  we  are  now  paying 
and  judge  accordingly. 

1837.  {Mr.  Vallance.)    You  are  now  paying  the  mini- 
mum fees  in  Wigan  ? — We  are,  sir. 

1838.  What  is  the  explanation  of  the  average  amount 
paid  to  public  vaccinators  being  6s.  3d.,  seeing  that  the 
fees  are  Is.  and  5s.  ? — Well,  now,  that  rather  staggered 
our  own  clerk,  but  if  you  look  at  the  returns  which  have 
been  sent  to  this  Board  you  will  find  that  it  works  out  to 
6s.  3d.,  and  our  own  clerk  went  into  this  more  than  once. 

1839.  I  don't  want  to  labour  this  question  which  you 
have  gone  into — about  Dr.  Bradbury  having  vaccinated 
so  many  in  one  day.  But  with  reference  to  the  instance 
in  which  forty-eight  persons  were  primarily  vaccinated 
and  sixty-one  successfully  re-vaccinated  in  one  day — you 
have  to  bear  in  mind  that  the  forty-eight  were  domiciliary 
vaccinations,  so  that,  if  this  is  correct,  he  actually  visited 
forty-eight  different  homes  for  the  purpose  of  vaccinating 
in  the  course  of  the  day  ? — It  is  possible  some  of  these 
might  come  to  the  school  where  he  is  re-vaccinating. 

1840.  In  the  case  of  primary  vaccinations  they  are  all 
domiciliary,  and  forty-eight  visits  to  homes  means  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  labour  ? — Yes,  that  is  right. 

1841.  And  taking  re-vaccinations,  if  you  allowed  five 
minutes  to  each,  there  is  between  five  and  six  hours  occu- 
pied there  ? — Yes. 

1842.  With  reference  to  the  replies  which  you  received, 
you  say  that  "  the  metropolitan  unions  are  in  favour  of  the 
Memorial."  What  do  you  mean  by  the  metropolitan 
unions  ?  Do  you  mean  all  the  unions  ? — Yes,  that  is  so — I 
have  a  list  here  of  all  the  unions  that  have  replied  fa- 
vourably to  the  Memorial,  and  they  number  111.  The 
following  metropolitan  unions  have  already  petitioned  the 
Local  Goverment  Board  to  lower  the  public  vaccinators' 
fees  

1843.  How  many  are  there  ;  you  need  not  read  them — 
will  you  count  them,  please  ? — There  are  twelve. 

1844.  In  the  last  paragraph  but  one  of  your  precis,  on 
page  3,  I  presume  there  is  a  clerical  error,  that  1903  is 
intended  to  be  1902.  Is  not  that  so  ?  Is  that  1903 
intended?  Have  you  just  got  the  figures  ? —Yes  ;  the 
year  ended  Michaelmas  1903  ;  that  is  right. 

1845.  With  reference  to  public  vaccinators  charging 
2s.  6d.  in  private  practice,  I  don't  quite  understand  what 
is  meant  by  that  ?  What  would  determine  the  capacity 
in  which  the  public  vaccinator  would  attend  that  home  ? 
— You  see  a  private  practitioner  has  his  ordinary  patients 
and  makes  his  regular  or  ordinary  calls  daily,  and  he  would 
vaccinate  that  way. 

1846.  What  would  induce  the  public  vaccinator  when 
he  visits  to  offer  vaccination,  when  he  is  already  entitled 
to  enter  that  house  and  vaccinate  at  the  increased 
minimum  fee  of  5s.  ?— Well,  being  public  vaccinator ;-, 
you  see  there  are  those  that  do  not  care  to  pay  fees,  and 
in  that  case  he  would  get  the  2s.  6d. 

1847.  Do  not  care  to  pay  the  fee  ? — No,  not  of  2s.  6d. — 
you  see  we  pay — the  Guardians  pay. 

1848.  He  might  say  to  his  patient,  "  You  need  not  pay. 
I  am  a  public  vaccinator,  and  this  will  be  charged  as  a 
matter  of  course."  What  is  to  prevent  him  doing  that  ? 
— I  don't  quite  follow. 

1849.  Why  should  a  public  vaccinator  charge  his 
patient  2s.  6d.,  when  he  is  entitled  by  law  to  receive 
5s.  ?— We  are  not  saying  that  a  medical  man  appointed 
as  public  vaccinator  vaccinates,  except  outside  his  own 
district,  for  2s.  6d. 

1850.  Oh,  only  outside  his  own  district  ? — Yes. 

1851.  Have  your  Board  considered  at  all  the  question 
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Mr.Fairhwst  of  the  tenure  under  which  public  vaccinators  hold  their 
offices  ?  Has  the  question  of  permanency  or  otherwise 
of  their  office  been  considered  ? — No,  we  have  not  dis- 
cussed that  at  all.  I  do  not  know  that  that  has  ever  been 
discussed. 

1852.  Would  you  favour  a  proposal  to  give  them  the 
same  tenure  of  office  as  they  have  with  reference  to  their 
offices  as  district  medical  officers  ?—  Yes,  sir. 

1853.  You  know  the  public  vaccinator  vaccinates 
under  contract  ? — That  is  so. 

1854.  And  that  contract  is  determinable  upon  notice  ? 
—That  is  so. 

1855.  In  the  case  of  a  district  medical  officer  he  holds 
office  until  he  dies  or  resigns  or  becomes  insane,  etc. 
Would  you  favour  the  same  tenure  of  office  being  extended 
to  the  public  vaccinator  ? — I  don't  know  that  we  should 


have  any  objection  to  that  if  the  fees  were  reasonable.- 
We  could  not  dispense  with  the  public  vaccinator  with- 
out your  permission — without  the  permission  of  the 
Local  Government  Board. 

1856.  Have  you  anything  to  say  in  regard  to  vaccina- 
tion officers'  fees  ? — No,  no  objection  to  those. 

1857.  (Chairman.)  Do  you  make  any  suggestion  by 
way  of  checking  that  statement  of  yours  as  to  the  number 
of  attendances,  seeing  that  it  is  contrary  to  what  we  have 
already  received  ? — As  a  Board  we  have  no  means  of 
checking  that,  unless  someone  was  to  accompany  the 
public  vaccinator. 

1858.  I  understood  that  the  information  was  given  to 
you  by  someone  who  had  been  assistant  to  the  public 
vaccinator — you  do  not  wish  to  divulge  the  name  of  that 
person  ? — I  would  rather  not,  without  his  permission. 


Mr.  H.  I.  Cooper,  called ;  and  Examined. 


Mr.  Cooper.        1859.  (Chairman.)  Mr.  Cooper, I  believe  you  are  the  Clerk 
to  the  Guardians  of  the  Bolton  Union  ? — Yes,  sir. 

1860.  And  you  are  here  on  their  behalf  and  represent- 
ing their  views  ? — Yes,  I  represent  their  views. 

1861.  I  think  you  have  also  held  the  office  of  Vaccina- 
tion Officer  for  the  Union,  have  you  not  ? — Yes,  sir. 

1862.  You  propose  that  the  minimum  fees  payable  to 
Public  Vaccinators  should  be  reduced  so  as  to  allow  of  a 
less  payment  in  thickly -populated  districts  ? — I  do,  I 
think  it  could  be  done  with  advantage  to  the  working  of 
the  Vaccination  Acts — certainly  without  disadvantage 
to  it. 

1863.  Is  your  union  urban  or  rural  ? — It  is  partly 
urban  and  partly  rural,  the  greater  part  of  it  is  urban. 
It  is  all  governed  locally  by  urban  councils,  but  part  of  it 
is  rural  in  the  proper  sense  of  the  word.  I  should  say 
that  you  might  take  it  two-thirds  urban  and  one-third 
rural. 

1864.  You  mean  the  area  ? — Yes. 

1865.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  What  is  the  total  area  ?— I 
should  think  it  is  somewhere  about  10  miles  by  8. 

1866.  (Chairman.)  And  the  population — can  you  say 
what  that  is  ?— 257,000. 

1867.  I  think  you  have  a  Table  comparing  the  distances 
traversed  by  the  public  vaccinators  with  the  payments 
received  by  them  ? — Yes,  sir,  I  have  some  prints  of  that 
Table.    (See  Appendix,  No.  XXVI.  A.) 

1868.  And  these  dark-edged  districts — are  they  urban? — 
The  dark-edged  districts  are  the  districts  referred  to  in  the 
Table.  The  Turton  district  is  a  rural  district,  but 
governed  by  an  urban  council.  The  places  marked  (on 
the  map),  such  as  the  "  Children's  Home  "  on  the  right 
hand  side  at  the  top,  represent  villages  or  smaller  clusters 
of  houses,  and  the  other  part  is  agricultural  land.  The 
Great  Bolton  District  is  purely  a  town  district — very 
thickly  populated — cottage  property,  a  great  deal  of 
it,  and  large  works  ;  that  is  the  district  in  the  middle 
of  the  map.  Lever  district  is  partly  urban  and  partly 
rural,  and,  of  course,  not  so  wide  as  Turton  by  a 
long  way.  I  call  Lever  a  moderately  populated  district 
and  Great  Bolton  a  thickly-populated  district.  The 
population  of  Great  Bolton  district  is  54,438,  and  in  the 
Table  in  column  4  you  will  see  the  number  of  cases  of 
successful  primary  vaccination  during  the  year  ended 
Lady  Day,  1900,  was  1,018,  so  that,  comparing  that  with 
Turton  district,  and  with  the  area  that  the  public  vacci- 
nator there  has  to  traverse  for  his  141  cases,  and  the  pay- 
ment he  receives,  I  do  not  think  the  fees  in  the  Great 
Bolton  district  should  be  so  much  as  the  fees  in  the  Turton 
district. 

1869.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Have  you  taken  the  year  ended 
Lady  Day,  1900,  as  a  normal  year  ? — Yes,  because  after 
that  year  we  had  an  outbreak  of  smallpox,  and  it  would 
not  be  any  criterion  of  the  ordinary  state  of  things. 


1870.  (Chairman.)  What  is  your  exact  proposal  with 
regard  to  the  fees  ?  Do  you  suggest  that  no  minimum 
should  be  prescribed  ? — If  there  is  a  minimum  prescribed 
I  think  it  should  be  lower  than  the  present  minimum. 
But  I  think  it  would  work  better  if  you  left  it  to  the  local 
authority  (to  the  Board  of  Guardians  if  the  Guardians 
are  to  continue  the  administration)  to  submit  a  scheme 
fixing  the  fees  in  different  areas. 

1871.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Is  your  union  opposed  to  vaccina- 
tion, at  all  ? — Oh,  not  at  all,  it  is  one  of  the  best  vaccinated 
unions  in  the  country. 

1872.  Therefore  your  experience  is  the  experience  of  a 
union  where  the  work  is  well  done  ? — Oh,  yes,  it  always 
has  been.  We  have  been  spoken  of  in  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board's  Annual  Report  for  a  good  many  years  as 
one  of  the  best  vaccinated  unions  in  the  country. 

1873.  Have  you  had  any  experience  of  unions  where 
the  Board  of  Guardians  are  anxious  not  to  carry  out  the 
Vaccination  Acts  ? — Not  any  personal  experience — I 
know  of  them. 

1874.  Do  you  not  think  it  would  put  a  considerable 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  vaccination  if  there  were  no 
minimum  fees  fixed  for  such  unions  ? — I  should  get  over 
that  difficulty  by  reserving  to  the  Local  Government 
Board  the  right  to  fix  the  fees  where  Guardians  did  not 
adopt  any  scheme.  You  have  the  right  now  of  saying 
what  the  fee  should  be,  and  what  I  propose  is  that  the 
scheme  should  be  submitted  to  the  Local  Government 
Board. 

1875.  Don't  you  think  that  would  mean  that  the  Board 
would  have  to  fix  the  fee3  in  all  these  cases  ? — No  doubt. 

1876.  And  would  not  that  be  an  enormous  labour  to 
cast  upon  people  who  have  not  great  familiarity  with  the 
local  circumstances  ? — You  could  fix  the  fees  at  present 
prescribed  in  those  cases.  I  do  not  think  three  are  a 
great  many  unions  that  do  not  wish  to  carry  out  the 
Vaccination  Act— I  do  not  think  there  are  in  the  North  of 
England,  I  cannot  say  for  the  South,  I  do  not  think  the 
large  unions  in  the  North  are  opposed  to  vaccination. 

1877.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  There  is  Gateshead  ? — Oh,  yes, 
there  are  some,  I  know,  but,  generally  speaking,  I  do  not 
think  there  are  many. 

1878.  (Chairman.)  How  do  the  payments  for  medical 
relief  compare  with  the  payments  for  vaccination  in  the 
Bolton  Union  ? — The  vaccination  is  better  paid  than  the 
medical  relief.  I  have  made  a  Table  of  that,  sir.  (See 
Appendix,  No.  XXVI.  C.) 

1879.  In  your  union  are  the  public  vaccinators  also 
medical  officers  ?— Some  of  them  are,  and  some  are  not. 

1880.  Can  you  tell  us  how  many  there  are  ? — We  have 
nine  district  public  vaccinators  and  one  for  the  work- 
house. 

1881.  Nine  for  the  whole  union  ?— Yes. 
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1882.  And  one  for  the  workhouse  ? — Yes,  the  work- 
house medical  officer  is  vaccinator  ior  the  workhouse. 

1883.  How  many  medical  officers  have  you  ? — We 
have  twelve  medical  officers.  We  have  also  one  public 
vaccinator  who  is  not  a  medical  officer,  and,  I  think,  three 
medical  officers  who  are  not  public  vaccinators.  I  think 
those  figures  are  correct. 

1884.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Do  you  think  it  is  desirable  to 
combine  the  two  offices,  where  it  can  conveniently  be  done — 
the  public  vaccinator  and  district  medical  officer  ? — Yes, 
I  think  so,  I  have  not  found  any  objection  to  it.  My 
Board  now  are  not  doing  it  where  they  make  new  appoint- 
ments in  any  district.  They  are  not  combining  them  in 
tha  urban  districts,  be3au?3  they  think  that  in  a  district 
like  Great  Bolton  vaccination  itself  is  enough  for  one  man. 

1885.  (Dr.  Bruce,  Low.)  Giving  his  whole  time  ? — No, 
with  his  ordinary  practice — -they  think  the  vaccination 
is  enough  for  him  without  having  the  Union  medical 
work  at  all.  They  prefer  to  distribute  the  appointments 
amongst  the  medical  men. 

1886.  (Chairman.)  Are  you  aware  of  any  difficulties 
arising  between  the  public  vaccinator  and  the  medical 
officer — I  mean  with  regard  to  cases  alleged  to  arise  from 
vaccination  ? — I  have  known  of  cases  arising  between 
the  public  vaccinator  and  the  private  medical  practitioner. 

1887.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Through  his  coming  to  offer 
vaccination  ? — Yes. 

1888.  (Chairman.)  What  sort  of  cases  ? — I  have  known 
of  cases  where  the  public  vaccinator  has  taken  a  patient 
from  a  private  practitioner  through  coming  to  offer 
vaccination. 

1889.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Do  you  think  there  are  many  such 
cases  ? — No,  I  don't  know  that  there  are  a  great  many. 
It  depends  a  great  deal  on  the  man  who  is  the  public 
vaccinator. 

1890.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  The  public  vaccinator  is  bound 
to  call  and  offer  vaccination  at  a  given  statutory  period  ? 
—Yes. 

1891.  Cannot  the  private  man  do  the  vaccination 
before  the  statutory  period  has  expired  ? — Yes. 

1892.  Then  he  has  no  grievance  against  the  public 
vaccinator,  who  is  only  performing  his  duties  under  the 
Act.  If  the  private  man  wishes  to  vaccinate  he  must  do 
it  before  the  public  vaccinator  calls,  and  if  he  does  not  do  it 
he  has  only  himself  to  blame  ? — Perhaps  that  is  so.  But 
take  the  case  where  there  are  two  neighbours :  the 
public  vaccinator  calls  to  vaccinate  the  child  of  one  of 
them  ;  the  other  woman  who  lives  in  the  adjoining  house 
is  probably  having  a  conversation  with  her  neighbour 
at  the  tim?.  She  may  have  a  child,  say,  under  the  age  of 
four  months.  Well,  in  the  case  that  I  mention,  he  was 
vaccinating  the  other  child,  and  he  suggested  that  he 
might  as  well  vaccinate  hers  at  the  same  time,  and  it  was 
done.    That  is  the  sort  of  case  that  I  mean. 

1893.  But  the  mother  was  willing  ? — Oh,  yes,  she  was 
willing. 

1894.  And  she  had  a  perfect  right  to  have  the  public 
vaccinator  come  to  her  house  and  vaccinate  her  child  free 
of  charge  if  she  wished  it  ?— Oh,  yes. 

1895.  I  daresay  it  often  happens  that  the  private 
medical  man  puts  off  vaccination  from  time  to  time  with 
various  excuses — he  does  not  do  it  promptly  ? — No,  per- 
haps he  does  not. 

1896.  In  that  case  he  only  has  himself  to  blame  if  the 
parent  requests  the  public  vaccinator  to  come  and  do  it  ? 
—Yes. 

1897.  (Chairman.)  I  think  your  answer,  Mr.  Cooper, 
was  in  reply  to  my  question  as  to  the  circumstances  in 
which  these  cases  did  arise  ? — Yes,  there  is  a  general  in- 
terference on  the  part  of  the  public  vaccinator  with  the 
private  medical  practitioner,  and  I  do  not  think  it  can  be 
avoided. 

1898.  Do  you  suggest  that  medical  practitioners  other 
than  public  vaccinators  should  be  paid  a  fee  for  vac- 
cination ? — Yes,  subject  to  proper  restrictions  and  regu- 
lations I  do  not  see  why  they  should  not  be  paid  a  fee 
equally  with  the  public  vaccinator,  provided  that  the 
vaccination  is  carried  out  in  accordance  with  rules  pre- 
scribed by  the  Local  Government  Board. 

1899.  Would  you  have  the  same  rules  as  there  are  now 


for  public  vaccinators  ?— I  should  say  you  would  want 
some  alteration  in  the  certificate. 

1900.  Not  in  the  conditions  of  vaccination  ? — No,  they 
should  be  required  to  put  the  same  number  of  marks  on 
as  the  public  vaccinator  puts  on. 

1901.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  How  are  you  going  to  be  sure 
that  they  do  ? — I  should  have  it  set  forth  in  the  certificate. 

1902.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  But  there  is  something  more 
than  the  number  of  marks  ? — Oh,  yes,  there  is  proper 
vaccination. 

1903.  And  that  cannot  be  ensured  without  inspection, 
and  that  means  putting  a  considerable  cost  on  the  Im- 
perial Treasury.  It  is  taking  it  out  of  the  rates  on  the  one 
hand  and  putting  it  on  to  the  Imperial  Treasury  on  the 
other.  You  cannot  supervise  without  actual  visits  to  see 
how  the  thing  is  done,  and  it  would  be  necessary  to  inspect 
all  the  registers  ? — But  the  inspector  would  not  have  more 
cases  to  inspect  than  he  has  at  present. 

1904.  But  he  would  have  more  men  to  inspect,  which 
is  a  much  more  difficult  matter.  He  would  have  twenty 
different  books  to  inspect  where  he  now  has  one,  and 
twenty  men  to  see  and  question  ? — I  should  say  if  the 
certificate  is  given  in  the  form  which  could  be  adopted 
that  very  strict  inspection  would  not  be  necessary. 

1905.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Has  it  been  within  your  experi- 
ence that  ordinary  medical  men  do  frequently  vaccinate 
in  one  mark  ? — Some  medical  men  do  it — I  should  not 
say  "  ordinary  "  medical  men — I  should  say  "  special  " 
medical  men. 

1906.  What  I  intended  to  say  was — is  it  not  within 
your  experience  that  many  local  men  generally  vaccinate 
in  only  one  mark — I  do  not  say  the  majority  of  medical 
men  ? — No,  not  in  my  town.  In  some  particular  cases 
they  do,  and  those  particular  cases  are  few,  but  they  vac- 
cinate a  great  many. 

1907.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  What  do  they  charge  ? — They 
charge  6d. 

1908.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Is  it  not  within  your  experience 
that  a  great  many  mothers  press  medical  men  to  vaccinate 
in  as  few  marks  as  possible  ? — Yes,  they  do. 

1909.  (Chairman.)  When  you  recommended  that  or- 
dinary medical  practitioners  should  be  allowed,  upon 
certain  certificates  given,  to  perform  the  duties  now 
carried  out  by  the  public  vaccinators,  had  you  these  men 
in  your  mind  ? — Yes. 

1910.  Do  you  think  that  men  who  vaccinate  for  6d. 
would  be  likely  to  carry  out  the  Board's  regulations  ? — I 
think  it  would  stop  these  men. 

1911.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Don't  you  think  that  mothers 
would  still  go  to  the  men  who  put  one  mark  ? — No. 

1912.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  You  think  that  if  they  had  to 
state  in  the  certificate  how  many  marks  were  made  they 
would  abandon  one  mark  ? — I  think  it  would  have  the 
effect  of  stopping  the  Gd.  men  who  make  one  mark. 

1913.  Do  you  think  that  if  they  were  paid  by  the  public 
authority  the  men  who  now  vaccinate  in  one  mark  would 
be  willing  to  vaccinate  in  four  ?  Or  rather  would  refuse 
to  vaccinate  in  less  than  four  ? — I  think  so — yes.  I  think 
you  would  get  a  great  many  more  vaccinations  in  four 
marks  than  you  have  now. 

1914.  Doe3  it  occur  to  you  that  they  might  scratch  the 
arm  in  four  places,  put  the  lymph  into  only  one,  and  yet 
state  that  they  had  vaccinated  in  fou>*  places  ? — I  do  not 
think  you  would  find  that  they  would  do  that.  In  ad- 
dition to  putting  it  in  the  certificate,  I  should  have  a 
penalty  for  not  vaccinating  in  four  places. 

1915.  And  you  would  make  it  an  offence  if  they  stated 
that  they  had  vaccinated  in  four  marks  unless  they  had 
vaccinated  successfully  in  four  marks  ? — Yes. 

1916.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Could  that  be  carried  out  with- 
out actual  inspection  to  see  that  the  number  of  marks 
stated  in  the  certificate  had  resulted  on  the  arm  ?— There 
could  be  an  inspection  of  some  cases  taken  hap-hazard— 
that  is  all  you  do  now. 

1917.  (Chairman.)  What  lymph  do  these  private  vac- 
cinators use  ? — The  6d.  men  use  lymph  from  arm  to  arm. 

1918.  Arm  to  arm — with  the  knowledge  of  the  parent  ? — 
I  cannot  say — it  must  be  with  the  knowledge  of  the  parent, 
because  they  are  there. 
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Mr.  Cooper.  1919.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  He  might  take  it  in  tubes  and 
not  show  the  parent  ? — I  don't  suppose  the  parents  know 
where  the  lymph  is  taken  from. 

1920.  You  have  not  heard  of  cases  where  he  has  taken 
the  lymph  from  one  set  of  children  and  passed  it  off  as  calf 
lymph  in  vaccinating  another  set  of  children  ? — I  do  not 
think  he  does  that. 

1921.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  At  any  rate,  no  such  case  has 
come  within  your  knowledge  ? — No. 

1922.  The  Local  Government  Board  hear  of  a  great 
many  curious  cases  ? — No  doubt,  but  I  have  not  gone 
into  the  question  of  what  medical  men  who  charge  6d. 
actually  do  with  the  lymph. 

1923.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  You  think  that  your  pro- 
posals would  put  them  out  of  it  ? — Yes,  I  think  they 
would  be  out  of  it  altogether. 

1924.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  You  think  that  parents  would  not 
go  to  them  because  they  would  no  longer'get  any  advan- 
tage ? — I  think  so. 

1925.  (Chairman.)  But  there  are  still  parents  who 
would  go  to  them  ? — But  there  would  be  no  inducement  to 
them  to  offer  one  mark. 

1926.  You  say  that  there  would  be  inspection  ? — Yes. 

1927.  And  four  marks  ought  to  be  insisted  upon  ?— 
Yes.  Most  of  these  parents,  if  their  own  medical  attendant 
was  paid  for  vaccination,  would  prefer  him  to  vaccinate 
their  children  rather  than  these  sixpenny  men,  because 
there  is  always  the  consideration  of  paying  even  6d.  to 
poor  people. 

1928.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  But  a  private  patient  can  put 
far  more  pressure  upon  the  medical  attendant  to  induce 
him  to  put  one  mark  than  they  can  put  upon  the  public 
vaccinator  ?— I  do  not  think  so — I  think  they  would  take 
his  advice. 

1929.  (Chairman.)  What  is  the  average  annual  number 
of  primary  vaccinations  performed  by  private  practitioners 
and  public  vaccinators  respectively  in  your  Union  ? — In 
Table  D  (See  Appendix,  No.  XXVI.  D.)  I  have  taken  the 
four  years  before  the  Act  and  the  four  years  after.  In  the 
four  years  ending  December,  1898,  the  vaccinations  by 
public  vaccinators  averaged  1,724,  and  those  by  private 
medical  practitioners  4,130.  Those  figures  in  the  four 
years  ending  December,  1902,  are  practically  reversed. 
You  have  there  :  — Number  vaccinated  by  public  vac- 
cinators, 4,152  ;   by  private  practitioners,  2,878. 

1930.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Do  those  include  re-vaccina- 
tions ? — No,  they  are  all  primary  vaccinations. 

1931.  (Chairman.)  Have  you  calculated  what  would 
be  the  probable  saving  in  fees  if  that  scheme  suggested  by 
you  about  private  practitioners  were  carried  out  ? — Yes, 
sir.  I  have.  I  have  it  here,  in  Table  F,  sir.  (See 
Appendix,  No.  XX  VI.  F.)  I  took  the  primary  vaccinations 
for  1902:  those  were  7,173,  which,  reckoned  at  2s.  6d. 
each,  gives  £896  12s.  6d.  The  actual  fees  paid  to  public 
vaccinators  for  that  year  for  primary  vaccinations 
amounted  to  £1,318  10s.  (See  Appendix,  No.  XXVI.  E.), 
so  that  there  would  have  been  a  saving  in  fees  of 
£421  17s.  6d.,  but  of  course  there  would  be  the 
nominal  salary  to  be  paid  to  the  public  vaccinator, 
which  I  think  should  be  paid  to  him  to  retain 
his  services  in  cases  where  it  is  necessary  to  offer  to 
vaccinate.  I  do  not  propose  to  abandon  the  public 
vaccinator  at  all,  but  I  would  give  the  power  to  the  private 
medical  practitioner  to  vaccinate  as  far  as  possible  his  own 
cases. 

1932.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  That  does  not  include  the  Is.  fee 
that  is  now  paid  under  (a)  of  Article  3  of  the  Vaccination 
Order  1898.  But  you  would  propose  to  substitute  for  that 
a  salary  to  the  public  vaccinator  ? — A  salary — yes,  sir. 
Going  back  for  a  moment,  if  you  will  allow  me,  to  the 
question  you  asked  me  about  the  comparison  between 
the  fees  paid  to  public  vaccinators  with  those  paid  to 
district  medical  officers,  I  have  prepared  a  Table — Table 
C  (See  Appendix,  No.  XXVI.  C.)— which  shows  the  com- 
parison in  two  districts.  In  those  two  districts  the  district 
medical  officer  is  the  public  vaccinator  also,  and  the 
average  fee  per  visit  for  his  services  as  district  medical 
officer"  in  the  Horwich  district  is  Is.  7d.  and  as  public 
vaccinator  2s.  5d. 

1933.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  With  regard  to  that  2s.  5d.,  is 
that  on  the  basis  of  two  visits  ?— Two  visits,  yes. 


1934.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  And  an  operation  1 — And  an 
operation. 

1935.  And  subsequent  attendances  if  necessary  ? — If 
necessary,  but  there  are  scarcely  any. 

1936.  But  there  is  an  operation  in  the  one 
case  and  not  in  the  other  ? — In  the  other  case — I 
do  not  quite  follow. 

1937.  I  mean  in  the  case  of  the  2s.  5d.  there  is  an 
operation,  whilst  in  the  Is.  7d.  fee  there  is  not  ? — Oh,  yes,  in 
the  Is.  7d.  there  is,  because  I  include  the  midwifery  fees  in 
the  Is.  7d. 

1938.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  We  have  had  evidence  to  the 
effect  that  for  each  vaccination  there  are  at  least  two  and 
a-half  visits  on  the  average,  and  some  go  as  far  as  three 
visits  ? — Do  they  ?  I  worked  it  out  in  my  union  and  made 
it  two  and  a  quarter  at  the  most. 

1939.  Where  did  you  get  your  information  from  ? — I 
went  into  the  question  with  several  of  the  public  vacci- 
nators and  that  is  what  I  calculated. 

1940.  (Chairman.)    They  are  their  statements  ? — Yes. 

1941.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Does  it  not  frequently  happen 
that  the  public  vaccinator  calls  and  is  told  that  he  cannot 
do  the  operation  that  day — he  must  call  again  ? — Yes, 
sometimes  it  does. 

1942.  We  have  been  told  that  in  some  districts  even  as 
many  as  four  visits  are  the  average  ? — Well,  of  course  if 
you  take  a  district  like  Great  Bolton,  the  one  that  I  have 
referred  to  as  a  thickly-populated  district,  the  public 
vaccinator  is  going  round,  and  he  may  call  to  see  if  the 
child  is  fit  to  be  vaccinated.  He  may  have  four  or  five 
in  the  neighbourhood,  he  would  be  very  likely  to  have 
several,  so  that  in  the  strict  sense  of  the  word  you  cannot 
call  that  a  special  visit. 

1943.  We  have  been  told  that  public  vaccinators,  even 
in  thickly-populated  districts,  usually  make  their  calls 
without  reference  to  their  private  work — that  they  are  not 
able  to  fit  in  their  visits  as  public  vaccinator  with  their 
visits  as  private  medical  men,  because  they  have  to  do 
their  work  as  public  vaccinator  within  a  certain  specified 
time.  Is  it  within  your  experience  that  that  is  so  in  the 
Bolton  Union  ? — No,  unless  they  have  fever  cases  to  attend, 
they  can,  and  do,  do  their  vaccination  work  on  their  ordinary 
rounds. 

1944.  (Chairman.)  With  regard  to  this  return  of  yours 
— you  say  that  the  average  fee  per  visit  for  the  district 
medical  officer  is  Is.  7d.  That,  of  course,  you  have  esti- 
mated ?— That  is  actual,  sir — yes,  that  is  actually  what 
we  have  paid  in  that  year.  The  average  annual  salary, 
including  the  medical  officer's  fees,  amounted  to  £68.  That 
worked  out  on  the  number  of  visits,  836,  according  to  his 
own  statement,  gives  Is.  7-52d. 


1945.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  The  number  of  visits  would,  I  pre- 
sume, be  much  greater  in  the  case  of  a  public  vaccinator 
in  a  union  where  vaccination  was  opposed  than  in  a  union 
where  vaccination  is  accepted  willingly  ? — Oh,  certainly. 
We  have  a  part  of  our  union  that  we  call  the  "  anti-vacci- 
nation district,"  but  they  are  gradually  coming  round 
and  the  movement  is  dying  out. 

1946.  (Chairman.)  To  what  do  you  attribute  that 
change  ? — To  the  new  Act  and  to  the  recent  outbreak  of 
smallpox. 

1947.  And  what  in  the  new  Act  particularly  ?  Is  it  the 
safeguard  with  regard  to  pure  lymph  ? — That  is  one  thing, 
and  there  is  the  persuasion  by  the  doctor. 

1948.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  The  domiciliary  nature  of  it  ? — 
Yes. 

1949.  (Chairman.)  And  the  assurance  that  the  vacci- 
nation is  done  efficiently  ? — Yes,  and  done  with  Govern- 
ment lymph. 

1950.  And  that  everything  is  done  in  a  careful  manner  ? 
— Oh,  yes. 

1951.  And  you  attribute  the  change  chiefly  to  that  ? — 
Yes,  the  vaccination  was  worse  in  my  union  in  the  year 
before  the  Act  passed  than  ever  it  has  been  before. 

1952.  Have  you  anything  to  back  that  up  with  ?  Any 
person  whose  information  you  rely  upon — the  statement 
that  the  effect  of  this  Act  has  been  to  remove  the  objec- 
tions in  the  minds  of  these  people  ? — No,  I  say  it  as  the 
result  of  my  own  personal  visits  in  the  West  Houghton 
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district  as  a  vaccination  officer.  After  the  Act  passed  I 
made  a  special  case  of  that  district  and  endeavoured  to 
persuade  the  parents. 

1953.  And  you  are  able  to  say,  from  what  you  have 
heard  yourself — from  what  you  have  been  told  by  the 
parents — that  the  strict  carrying  out  of  the  Act  in  its 

!  present  form  has  removed  the  difficulties  ? — It  has,  no 
I  doubt — there  is  no  doubt  about  it.  Of  course,  they  are  not 
I  all  convinced,  but  I  have  no  doubt  they  will  be.  I  have  given 
I      the  numbers  in  Table  D.   (See  Appendix,  No.  XXVI.  D.) 

You  will  see  that  for  the  four  years  ending  December, 
j      1898,  the  average  annual  number  was  5,854  ;  and  for  1902, 

I  7,030 ;  and  we  were  always  a  well- vaccinated  union  before. 
The  last  Return  of  the  Board  shows  that  we  had  only 

|      2-2  per  cent,  unaccounted  for. 

1954.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  But  if  the  work  was  efficient  in 
j     the  four  years  ending  1898,  how  do  you  account  for  the 

increase  of  vaccination  in  the  subsequent  four  years  ? — 
The  new  Act  and  the  Government  lymph — that  is  my 

II  experience. 

1955.  (Chairman.)  Do  you  think  the  clerical  work 
I  required  to  be  performed  by  the  public  vaccinator  might 
I  be  reduced  ? — I  think  it  might  be  a  little.  I  think  he 
S  might  be  saved  a  little  trouble  in  that — in  the  numbers 
|!     that  are  put  on  the  Form  H.  list. 

1  :').-><).  ( Mr.  Lithiby.)  dan  you  give  us  any  suggestions 
!     for  reducing  the  clerical  work  of  the  public  vaccinator  ? — 
1     Yes.    I  think  an  earlier  visit  by  the  vaccination  officer 
:     should  be  allowed.    In  your  Regulations  you  do  not  allow 
the  vaccination  officer,  or  rather  you  do  not  instruct  him, 
!      to  call  upon  the  parent  or  make  any  effort  to  get  the 
children  vaccinated  until  they  are  four  months  and  seven 
days  old.    I  do  not  see  why  they  should  not  be  reminded 
j     of  the  Act  after  the  Registrar's  requisition  and  before  the 
child  attains  the  age  of  four  months  and  seven  days.  I 
1     did  it  in  my  union  and  with  great  advantage.    I  found 
j     that  by  so  doing  a  great  deal  of  time  was  saved.    I  sent 
a  circular  letter  asking  them  if  they  preferred  to  have 
I     their  own  medical  practitioner  to  vaccinate  the  child, 
I     or  whether  they  would  have  the  public  vaccinator,  and 
j     invariably  I  got  a  reply.    If  they  are  going  to  have  their 
own  medical  practitioner  there  is  no  necessity  for  inter- 
fering with  them  until  the  public  vaccinator  is  called 
I     upon  to  go  ;  but  I  reminded  them  that  if  they  did  not 
I     have  the  child  vaccinated  by  their  own  medical  prac- 
titioner before  the  age  of  four  months  and  seven  days  was 
[I     attained  they  would  have  to  have  a  call  from  the  public 
j     vaccinator.   That  resulted  in  many  of  them  calling  in  their 
own  medical  attendant,  and  the  public  vaccinator  was  saved 
i     going  on  a  useless  visit.    It  makes  a  very  great  deal  of 
difference  in  the  Form  H.  list — the  numbers  that  are  on  it 
I     — because   the    private    medical    practitioner    had  to 
I     vaccinate  the  children  before  they  were  four  months  of  age. 

1957.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Did  that  involve  a  material 
i     increase  in  your  duties  as  vaccination  officer  ? — No,  it 

I  was  simply  what  a  boy  can  do.  I  simply  sent  them  out 
I  a  reminder  such  as  I  have  suggested,  and  it  might  occupy 
I  a  boy  in  my  district  (which  was  very  large)  about  two 
I      days  to  do  it.    It  simply  meant  writing  out  the  certificates. 

1958.  Two  days  a  week  ?— No,  two  days  a  month, 
j  There  would  be  a  few  that  did  not  reply,  and  a  post-card 
I  had  to  be  sent  to  them  asking  for  a  reply.  Probably, 
I      with  the  exception  of  half-a-dozen,  I  got  replies  in  all  cases. 

1959.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Again,  one  must  remember  that 
your  district  is  one  that  is  favourable  to  vaccination  ?— 

I      One  part  of  it  was  not,  you  know. 

1960.  But  not  very  unfavourable  ? — Oh,  yes,  they  had 
I  a  big  society,  and  had  pictures  of  the  calf  and  the  torture 
|  it  is  put  to  to  obtain  the  lymph — they  had  a  very  strong 
I      society  there. 

1961.  (Chairman.)  What  became  of  it  ?— It  is  dying  out 
[      — there  are  not  many  members  of  it  now. 

1962.  You  are  aware  that  there  are  some  unions  which 
are  very  half-hearted  about  it  ? — Yes. 

1963.  Some  Guardians  are  very  half-hearted  about 
carrying  it  out,  though  not  openly  opposed  to  it  ? — No 

'  |  doubt ;  but  I  think  if  it  was  put  in  the  instructions  there 
I  is  no  reason  why  parents  should  not  be  consulted  at  an 
|      earlier  stage.    I  think  the  parents  appreciate  it. 

1964.  You  think  your  suggestion  saves  useless  visits  to 
|  the  public  vaccinator  ? — I  am  sure  it  does.  It  makes  all 
j      the  difference  to  him — how  many  cases  he  has  on  his  list. 
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1965.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Under  the  present  system,  the  jjfn  Cooper. 
public  vaccinator  may  call  at  the  home  and  the  parent 

may  object  for  no  medical  reason.  Do  you  think  it  would 
be  unreasonable  to  require  that  parent  to  bring  the  child 
to  the  public  vaccinator's  surgery  or  to  a  station  in  order 
to  procure  its  vaccination  ? — After  he  has  been  ? 

1966.  After  the  call  ? — In  case  she  ultimately  decides 
to  have  the  child  vaccinated  ? 

1967.  Yes  ? — I  don't  think  it  would  be  unreasonable 
at  all. 

1968.  Do  you  think  that  that  would  save  the  public 
vaccinator  considerable  work  ? — Yes,  I  do  ;  but  I  did  not 
mention  that,  because  I  thought  the  Board  were  alto- 
gether against  vaccination  at  a  surgery. 

1969.  I  am  putting  the  case  where  the  child  attains  the 
age  of,  say,  a  year  without  being  vaccinated.  It  would 
be  safe,  or  at  least  much  safer,  to  take  the  child  to  a  surgery 
or  to  a  station  then  than  it  would  be  at  the  very  early  age 
of  three  or  four  months  ? — Yes,  I  do  not  see  any  objection 
to  it  at  all. 

1970.  The  parent  would  have  a  right  to  call  in  the  public 
vaccinator  at  an  appointed  time  to  vaccinate  the  child  ? 
—Yes. 

1971.  Then  if,  when  the  public  vaccinator  called  and 
offered  to  vaccinate  the  child,  the  parent  refused,  and 
afterwards  desired  that  the  child  should  be  vaccinated 
at  the  public  expense,  there  would  be  no  hardship,  you 
think,  in  requiring  the  parent  to  take  the  child  to  the 
public  vaccinator  ? — None  whatever,  and  I  do  not  think 
the  parent  would  object  to  it  either,  in  those  cases  where 
they  do  refuse. 

1972.  Of  course,  that  would  avoid  many  visits  that 
the  public  vaccinator  now  has  to  pay,  because  the  parent 
knows  that  the  public  vaccinator  is  now  bound  to  come 
whenever  he  is  asked  to  ? — Yes. 

1973.  (Chairman.)  You  propose  that  calf-lymph  should 
be  supplied  to  all  medical  practitioners,  either  from  the 
Local  Government  Board  or  some  other  approved  vaccine 
establishment  ? — Yes.  From  my  experience,  I  should 
think  it  would  be  better  that  the  arm-to-arm  vaccination 
should  be  as  far  as  possible  prevented,  especially  in  the 
cases  that  I  have  mentioned  of  the  sixpenny  doctors  ; 
because  they  get  together  the  lowest  class  of  people  and 
vaccinate  arm  to  arm — I  don't  say  without  reference  to 
the  state  of  the  child's  health,  but  without  that  due  care 
which  ought  to  be  exercised  and  is  exercised  in  other  cases. 

1974.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Do  you  propose  that  they 
should  be  supplied  free  with  the  Government  lymph  ? — 
Well,  if  the  fee  is  only  to  be  2s.  6d.,  I  think  it  should  be 
free  ;  but  if  the  lymph  has  to  be  paid  for,  I  think  the  fee 
should  be  increased  according  to  the  amount  to  be  paid 
for  the  lymph. 

1975.  But  I  understand  your  proposal  that  every 
private  practitioner  should  be  paid  as  a  public  vaccinator 
to  be  a  distinct  one  from  that.  If  they  were  allowed  to 
vaccinate  on  behalf  of  the  Government  they  would  be 
entitled  to  apply  for  Government  lymph.  Is  not  that  your 
suggestion  ? — My  suggestion  is  that  the  public  vaccinator 
should  be  paid  2s.  6d.  for  every  vaccination,  and  that  every 
qualified  medical  practitioner  should  be  permitted  to 
vaccinate  and  receive  a  fee. 

1976.  Would  you  supply  these  "  sixpenny  doctors " 
with  Government  lymph — do  I  understand  that  to  be 
your  suggestion  ? — Yes,  you  must.  You  cannot  exclude 
him — he  is  a  qualified  man  and  cannot  be  separated  from 
others. 

1977.  But  are  you  prepared  to  supply  him  with  Govern- 
ment lymph  ? — Yes,  if  he  is  prepared  to  put  four  marks  on 
and  give  a  certificate — they  are  fully  qualified  men. 
What  I  say  is  that  if  the  Government  could  not  undertake 
to  supply  the  whole  of  the  lymph  that  would  be  required 
that  the  medical  men  should  be  allowed  to  get  it  from  some 
approved  vaccine  establishment ;  then  they  would  have  to 
pay  for  it,  and  consequently  the  fee  should  be  a  little  more 
than  2s.  6d. 

1978.  (Chairman.)  Do  you  propose  any  reduction  in 
the  fees  payable  for  cases  of  re-vaccination  ? — Yes,  I  do, 
on  the  ground  of  our  recent  experience,  that  is,  the  out- 
break of  smallpox  in  Bolton  that  has  now  just  terminated. 
I  take  the  district  that  I  have  spoken  of,  that  is  a  good 
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Mr.  Cooper,  instance  of  several  other  large  districts,  and  I  say  we  have 
paid  there — for  re -vaccinations  in  this  district  we  have  paid 
during  the  four  quarters  ending  March,  1903,  £681  7s.  6d., 
and  in  the  half  year  ending  September,  1903,  we  paid 
£127  10  3.  Now  those  fees  include  vaccinations  done  at 
lodging-houses.  We  have  one  instance  of  a  lodging-house 
where  there  is  accommodation  for  eighty  people.  The 
vaccinator  would  go  there  and  vaccinate  all  those  people 
"  at  their  own  home,"  because  the  lodging-house  must  be 
taken  to  be  their  home  for  the  time  being  ;  therefore,  he 
cha  rged  5s.  a  case. 

1979.  {Mr.  Vallance.)  Was  the  public  vaccinator  paid 
5s.  in  respect  of  re-vaccinations  in  those  common  lodging- 
houses  ? — Oh,  yes.  Now,  he  could  re-vaccinate  as  many  as 
sixty  in  one  day  in  these  places.  And  then  he  goes  another 
day  and  inspects  those  sixty  ;  so  that,  for  the  two  days' 
work  (and  there  is  no  going  three  times  there,  you  know) 
he  gets  £15. 

1980.  {Mr,  Lithiby.)  Did  the  Guardians  attempt  to 
make  any  arrangements  with  the  public  vaccinators  with 
regard  to  the  fees  in  these  cases  ? — He  demanded  it  -  he 
demanded  the  fee.    They  remonstrated,  but  

1981.  You  are  aware  that  they  can  if  they  choose  make 
an  arrangement  with  the  public  vaccinators  for  vacci- 
nating in  these  cases  ? — Yes, 

1982.  Why  did  they  not  do  it  ? — The  vaccination  was 
done  and  he  claimed  his  fee  of  5s.  When  the  outbreak 
arose— it  happened  this  way.  We  were  suddenly  informed 
that  a  case  had  occurred  in  this  lodging-house.  The 
medical  officer  went  at  once — we  required  him  to  go — and 
arranged  for  all  these  men  to  stop  in  the  lodging-house 
rather  than  let  them  go  away  and  spread  the  disease,  and 
they  all  stayed  in,  and  he  vaccinated  them  and  afterwards 
claimed  the  5s.  fee. 

1983.  {Chairman.)  On  one  day  ? — Oh,  no,  he  went 
twice. 

1984.  {Mr.  Lithiby.)  But  you  are  aware,  are  you  not, 
that  there  is  power  at  present  for  the  Guardians  to  make 
special  arrangement?  with  their  public  vaccinators  for 
re-vaccinations  performed  in  these  cases  ? — If  they 
make  it  beforehand — yes. 

1985.  At  2s.  6d.  a  case,  or  even  less  ? — At  2s.  6d. — I  don't 
know  of  any  less. 

1986.  You  don't  know  of  any  less,  but  you  don't  think 
it  is  outside  their  power  ? — If  he  is  willing. 

1987.  But  if  he  were  not  willing  you  could  terminate  his 
contract  at  twenty-eight  days'  notice  ? — Yes,  we  could 
do  that  now. 

1988.  Do  you  think  the  public  vaccinator  would  refuse  to 
continue  in  office  if  the  Guardians  were  to  say  that,  in 
cases  like  those  you  have  menticned,  they  would  not  be 
prepared  to  pay  more  thin  2s.  6d.  or  Is.  6d.,  as  the  case 
might  be,  for  re-vaccination  ? — No,  I  d in't  think  he  would 
refuse  to  continue  in  office.  You  see  Boards  of  Guardia  s 
woul  I  be  afraid  the  Local  Government  Board  would  say, 
"  You  must  pay  more." 

1989.  Are  you  aware  that  the  Local  Government  Board 
have  suggested,  in  cases  like  that,  that  2s.  6d.  is  enough 
in  these  circumstances  ? — Not  to  me — they  have  not — no, 

1930.  You  are  aware  that  that  suggestion  has  been 
made  ? — No,  my  Board  would  be  quite  willing  to  do  it, 
but  when  there  is  a  rule  laid  down  they  are  rather  reticent 
about  interfering  with  the  officer  as  to  the  fee  prescribed. 

1991.  At  any  rate,  you  would  think  it  reasonable  that 
the  public  vaccinator  should  only  be  paid  2s.  6d.  per  case 
where  he  re-vaccinates  more  than  four  persons  in  one  house? 
— Oh  yes,  it  would  be  reasonable,  and  my  Board  would  be 
very  willing  to  do  it,  if  they  knew  the  arrangement  would 
be  supported. 

1992.  {Chairman.)  Have  you  taken  any  such  step  as 
that  since  ? — No,  we  passed  a  resolution  deciding  to  reduce 
the  size  of  these  districts  and  make  more  public  vaccinators. 

1993.  {Mr.  Lithiby.)  That  was  in  consequence  of  the 
demands  made  by  public  vaccinators  for  high  fees  in  these 
particular  cases  ? — Yes,   it  was  in  consequence  of  the 

uarterly  accounts.  In  one  quarter  alone  one  of  the 
public  vaccinators  was  paid  £380  for  re-vaccinations  only 
—that  was  for  the  quarter  ending  March,  1903. 

1994.  {Chairman.)  Have  you  any  suggestions  to  make 
with  a  view  to  saving  expense  during  an  epidemic  of  small- 


pox ? — Yes.  sir,  I  think  it  would  be  advantageous  if  the 
Guardians  had  the  power,  subject  to  the  Local  Government 
Board's  approval,  to  engage  temporary  public  vaccinators, 
because  I  found  it  was  more  than  the  vaccinator  of  that 
district  could  do,  to  cope  with  the  number  of  cases  that  he- 
was  required  to  vaccinate  on  a  particular  day.  We  will 
take,  for  instance,  a  case  that  occurred  in  a  very  large- 
cotton  mill.  The  owner  of  the  mill  arranged  with  his- 
hands  that  they  should  all  be  vaccinated  at  a  fixed  time, 
Now  a  lot  of  them  were  missed  because  it  took  so  long. 
If  we  could  have  sent  six  public  vaccinators  there  (and 
we  could  very  easily  have  got  six  qualified  men  to  go),  we 
could  have  vaccinated  the  whole  of  the  hands  in  that  mill. 
But  as  it  was  some  of  them  got  away  without  being  vacci- 
nated because  he  could  not  do  it.  That  is  why  I  say  more 
freedom  of  action  might  be  given  to  Guardians  in  the  case 
of  an  outbreak. 

1995.  By  the  appointment  of  temporary  public  vaccina- 
tors 1 — Yes,  to  that  extent. 

1996.  {Mr.  Vallance.)  Your  medical  officers  are  not 
all  public  vaccinators  ? — No. 

1997.  And  some  of  your  public  vaccinators  are  not 
medical  officers  ? — No. 

1998.  And  some  of  your  public  vaccinators  are  private 
practitioners  ? — They  are  all  in  private  practice. 

1999.  Do  you  regard  it  as  desirable  or  undesirable  that 
public  vaccinators  should  also  be  private  practitioners  ?— 
As  desirable,  I  think,  because  I  don't  think,  in  wide  dis- 
tricts especially,  you  could  get  a  public  vaccinator  to  devote 
his  whole  time. 

2000.  Let  us  have  a  thickly-populated  district.  Would 
you  regard  it  as  desirable,  if  it  was  practicable  by  reason  of 
the  population,  that  a  public  vaccinator  should  be  required 
to  devote  his  whole  time  to  the  duties  ? — And  paid  a 
salary — yes,  I  do. 

2001.  Leaving  the  question  of  salary  out  for  the  moment, 
do  you  think  it  desirable  ? — Yes,  I  do  think  so.  I  think  sa 
in  the  case  of  Great  Bolton  district — to  take  an  instance. 

2002.  In  such  a  case  there  would  be  no  fear  of  conflict, 
with  other  private  practitioners  ? — No,  there  could  not  be. 

2003.  Now,  you  suggest  that  the  minimum  fee  should  be 
abandoned,  and  that  it  should  depend  on  a  scheme  sub- 
mitted by  the  Guardians  in  each  case  ? — I  don't  say  there- 
should  be  no  minimum,  but  I  think  the  minimum  should 
be  less,  and  that  a  scheme  should  be  submitted. 

2004.  But  the  scheme  exists  already,  does  it  not,  above 
the  minimum  ? — Above  the  minimum  it  does — yes. 

2005.  From  your  experience,  would  you  retain  the  (a) 
fee  ? — The  (a)  fee  is  Is. — no,  I  should  pay  a  salary. 

2006.  What  would  be  your  reason  for  suggesting  that  t 
— I  think  that  Is.  (a)  fee  is  for  the  visit  made  by  the 
public  vaccinator,  and  if  he  does  not  vaccinate,  that  Is.  is- 
not  enough  for  him.  Also  I  think  it  would  be  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  both  the  medical  man  and  the  Board  of  Guar- 
dians that  he  should  be  an  officer  and  not  merely  a  con- 
tractor. 

2007.  But  the  (a)  fee  is  not  supposed  to  represent  the 
remuneration  for  abortive  visits  ? — It  does  do  so. 

2003.  Is  it  not  intended  to  represent  the  value  of  the 
clerical  work  ? — I  think  both — it  must,  because  if  he  goes 
and  does  not  vaccinate  he  gets  nothing  beyond  the  (a)  fee. 

2009.  Assuming  for  a  moment  the  Is.  fee  to  be  retained 
as  the  (a)  fee,  have  you  formed  an  opinion  as  to  what  in  any 
district  the  minimum  should  be  under  the  head  of  (b)  ? — 
2s.  6d.  should  be  the  minimum  unier  the  head  of  (b). 

2010.  You  think  2s.  6d.  would  be  remunerative  for 
domiciliary  vaccination  ?— Yes — I  am  speaking  now  of  a 
thickly-populated  district,  you  know,  and  you  could  not 
have  a  district  much  more  thickly  populated  than  Great 
Bolton. 

2011.  Dealing  with  the  minimum  as  applied  to  thickly- 
populated  districts,  would  you  be  in  favour  of  a  graduated 
scale  of  minimum  fees  according  to  distance  from  the  public- 
vaccinator's  residence  ? — In  a  thickly -populated  district  ? 

2012.  No,  assuming  the  minimum  fee  to  be  adequate  for 
that  district,  having  determined  your  minimum,  would  you 
be  in  favour  of  a  system  of  graduated  payments  for  dis- 
tances ? — Accordi'  g  to  districts  
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2013.  Take  Turton  district,  for  instance — where  is  the 
public  vaccinator  for  that  district — where  is  he  residing  ? — 
He  resides  between  Chapelton  and  Turton — nearer  to 
Chapelton. 

2014.  Then  he  is  about  the  centre  of  his  district.  Sup- 
posing that  public  vaccinator  was  adequately  paid  for  a 
vaccination  within  one  mile  or  two  miles  by  the  minimum 
fee,  would  you  consider  that  there  should  be  an  increased 
fee  if  he  had  to  travel  more  than  two  miles,  or  up  to  a 
given  distance  ? — Oh,  on  mileage — no,  I  don't  think  so. 

2015.  Would  you  be  in  favour  of  a  graduated  system — 
graduated  from  the  minimum  according  to  distance  ? — 
Yes,  but  not  to  be  paid  according  to  distance  per  case.  I 
should  say  that  all  these  things  should  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration in  fixing  the  scheme.  If,  for  instance,  my  Board 
were  submitting  a  scheme  for  this  district,  we  should  take 
into  consideration  the  population,  the  area,  and  the  class 
of  the  population  in  fixing  the  fee  to  be  paid  to  that  man 
for  that  district. 

2016.  But  if  a  minimum  fee  is  justified  at  all,  should 
there  not  be  also  a  minimum  for  the  public  vaccinator 
vaccinating  at  a  distance  ? 

2017.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  2s.  6d.  within  one  mile,  3s.  6d. 
•within  two  miles,  5s.  within  four  miles,  and  so  on  ? — Yes, 
■certainly. 

2018.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  If  the  smaller  minimum  is  justified 
the  larger  one  is  justified  for  a  distance  ? — But  that  would 
be  adopting  a  different  principle.  I  would  rather  have  one 
fee  for  the  whole  of  that  district  and  not  let  him  have  two 

i  fees  for  that  same  area. 


2019.  (Chairman.)  The  greatest  distance  that  this  gentle- 
man would  have  to  go  would  be  four  miles  ? — Well,  no,  he 
cannot  go  direct.  To  go  to  Belmont  he  has  to  go  right 
down  below  Egerton ;  he  can  go  as  far  as  seven  miles  for 
•one  case. 

2020.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  So  that  if  he  only  went  once  he 
■would  have  to  go  fourteen  miles  for  that  case  ? — Yes,  if  he 
only  had  one. 

2021.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  What  would  you  regard  as  a 
reasonable  fee  for  that  ? — I  should  have  to  consider  it — I 
■could  not  say  off-hand. 

2022.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  But  if  a  minimum  should  be  pre- 
scribed in  any  circumstances,  should  not  a  minimum  be 
prescribed  also  for  long  distances  ?  Would  it  not  be  very 
-unfair  to  the  public  vaccinator  who  was  appointed  in  an 
anti-vaccination  union  to  have  merely  the  minimum  fee 
prescribed,  no  matter  what  the  distance  might  be  ? — Well, 
in  prescribing  the  minimum  you  would  repeat,  would  you 
not,  your  allowance  to  the  Guardians  to  increase  it  and 
submit  a  scheme  as  they  can  do  now  ? 

2023.  You  would  cast  upon  the  Local  Government  Board 
the  duty  of  revising  and  dealing  with  the  minimum  in  each 
•case  ? — Yes,  as  they  do  in  the  case  of  district  medical 
officers.  You  fix  their  salaries — you  approve  of  their 
districts. 

2024.  Let  us  take  the  case  of  a  union  that  is  distinctly 
anti-vaccinationist.  That  Board  of  Guardians  would  not 
be  likely  to  submit  to  the  Local  Government  Board  a  scheme 
allowing  a  larger  fee  than  the  minimum  unless  it  was 
absolutely  compelled  to  do  so  ? — No,  they  would  not. 

2025.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Would  it  not  be  extremely  difficult 
for  the  Local  Government  Board  to  fix  any  reasonable 
scheme  in  such  a  case  ? — I  do  not  see  why  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  could  not  insist  on  their  present  scheme  in 
such  cases,  where  they  refuse  to  submit  one.  I  look  at  it 
this  way.  The  Boards  of  Guardians  have  made  a  com- 
plaint about  the  fees.  My  Board  have  not  said  very  much 
about  it,  but  they  have  had  a  lot  of  circulars  from  other 
Boards,  and  consequently  when  this  re-vaccination  came 
on  they  did  feel  that  it  might  have  been  done  for  less,  as 
no  doubt  it  could  have  been.  Then  they  passed  a  resolu- 
tion that  something  should  be  done  to  reduce  the  fees  in 
these  thickly-populated  districts — that  is  the  only  resolu- 
tion that  they  have  passed. 

2026.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  What  are  the  fees  actually  paid — 
in  Turton,  for  instance  ? — The  minimum  is  paid  in  Turton 
— in  all  these  districts  the  minimum  is  paid. 

2027.  And  Turton  has  the  same  fees  as  Lever  and  Bolton  ? 
— Quite  the  same.  I  give  my  reason  for  that,  and  in 
'Table  B  (see  Appendix,  No.  XX  VI.  B.)  I  show  the  mileage  of 
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these  three  districts  on  the  map.    I  take  a  fortnight's  Mr.  Cvop.n 

vaccinations  ;  the  vaccinations  that  I  have  taken  are  for  two 

weeks  in  October,  and  assuming  that  they  only  paid  two 

visits  to  all  the  cases  vaccinated,  I  find  that  in  Great  Bolton 

there  were  forty  cases,  and  he  actually  travelled,  in  the 

ordinary  calls  that  he  would  have  to  make  from  his  surgery, 

1,524  yards  per  case. 

2028.  (Chairman.)  Going  and  returning  ? — Yes. 

2029.  (Mr.   Lithiby.)  Twice — once  for  the  operation, 
and  once  for  inspection  ? — Yes. 

2030.  Four  journeys — then  that  would  be  a  quarter 
of  a  mile  he  travelled,  roughly,  for  each  case  ? — Yes. 
In  Lever  he  went  2  miles  232  yards  for  each  case,  and  in 
Turton  5  miles  for  each  case. 

2031.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Then  the  public  vaccinator  of 
Turton  is  paid  the  same  fee  for  five  miles  as  the  public 
vaccinator  of  Great  Bolton  is  paid  for  less  than  one  mile  ? 
—Yes. 

2032.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Will  you  explain  the  last  column 
please,  "  Remuneration  paid  in  fees."  Is  that  remunera- 
tion paid  for  the  whole  number  of  cases  vaccinated  ?— 
For  the  forty  cases — yes. 

2033.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  You  have  spoken  in  favour  of 
private  practitioners  being  allowed  to  vaccinate  and  be 
paid  by  the  public  authority  ? — Yes. 

2034.  Subject  to  safeguards,  from  your  experience,  do 
you  think  the  safeguard  of  a  certificate  would  suffice  in 
such  cases  as  those  mentioned  just  now — practitioners 
who  vaccinate  with  one  mark  for  6d.  (and,  as  we  have 
reason  to  suppose,  without  antiseptic  precautions) — do 
you  think  any  safeguard  other  than  inspection  could  be 
devised  that  would  be  sufficient  ? — Yes,  I  think  so.  I 
think  it  would  be  sufficient — I  think  it  is  worth  a  trial. 
I  think  it  would  make  vaccination  more  popular  in  the 
first  instance ;  and,  in  the  second,  if  one  of  these  6d. 
doctors  did  vaccinate  with  only  one  mark,  he  would  be 
certain  to  be  found  out  by  the  other  doctors  and  sure  to 
be  told  about  it.  I  don't  think  he  could  do  it  with 
impunity. 

2035.  But  still  the  6d.  doctor  is  a  man  who, 
presumably,  believes  in  the  efficacy  and  sufficiency  of 
one-mark  vaccination  ? — I  don't  think  he  does  ;  he  doe3 
it  because  he  can  get  more  money. 

2036.  But  does  not  that  suggest  that  some  more  strict 
precautions  would  be  necessary  in  the  case  of  such  men  ? 
• — There  would  be  the  precautions  that  would  be  taken  by 
the  other  medical  men.  They  would  do  it  now  if  they 
could,  but  they  have  no  opportunity. 

2037.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Suj^posing  a  mileage  scheme,  such 
as  Mr.  Vallance  has  suggested,  were  adopted,  do  you  think 
there  would  be  any  difficulty  in  settling,  as  respects  cases 
generally,  the  distances  the  public  vaccinator  had  travelled  ? 
— No,  I  don't  think  there  would,  if  it  was  made  from  his 
surgery  or  his  residence,  taking  a  certain  radius. 

2038.  And  you,  as  Clerk  to  the  Guardians,  would  have 
no  difficulty  in  checking  the  fees  ? — It  would  be  a  little 
more  trouble,  but  I  should  not  have  any  difficulty.  I 
think  most  of  the  clerks  know  their  districts  pretty  well. 


2040.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  You  say  that  you  have  no  doubt 
that  domiciliary  vaccination  has  been  the  cause  of  the 
increase  in  the  cost  of  vaccination  ? — Yes. 

2041.  You  are  aware  that  this  domiciliary  vaccination 
was  the  result  of  the  recommendations  of  the  Vaccination 
Commission  ? — Oh,  yes. 

2042.  And  you  are  aware  also  that  its  object  was  to 
encourage  vaccination  by  all  means  that  could  be  used  ? 
— Yes.  I  don't  say  that  it  might  have  been  avoided — 
I  only  say  that  was  the  reason. 

2043.  You  don't  suggest  that  the  doctors  should  bear 
this  increase  of  cost  instead  of  the  ratepayers  ? — Not  in 
the  least — no. 

2044.  They  give  extra  work  for  the  extra  cost  ? — 
They  do — yes. 

2045. -  I  think  you  said  it  was  only  when  the  re-vaccina- 
tion fees  came  pouring  in  that  the  Guardians  began  to 
complain  about  the  cost  ? — That  was  when  they  began 
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Mr.  Cooper,    to  complain  ;  of  course,  they  observed  it  in  common  with 
other  Boards,  but  they  did  not  complain. 

2046.  Then  you  think  that  if  the  re -vaccination  fees 
■were  reduced  and  domiciliary  vaccination  not  required — 
that  is  to  say.  it  might  be  done  at  the  surgery — that  that 
would  satisfy  your  Guardians  ? — I  don't  think  my  Guar- 
dians want  it  transferred  to  the  surgery  ;  that  is  not  what 
I  intended  to  convey. 

2047.  But  you  say  you  don't  want  the  doctor  to  give 
the  increased  time  and  trouble  for  a  reduced  fee  ? — Yes. 

2048.  By  the  present  Order  the  surgery  fee  is  fixed  at 
2s.  6d.  ;  would  it  not  be  best  that  all  re-vaccinations  should 
be  done  at  the  surgery  fee  ? — At  the  rate  of  the  surgery  fee. 

2049.  The  patient  would  come  to  the  surgery  to  have 
it  done  ? — I  don't  see  any  reason  at  all  why  re-vaccina- 
tions should  not  be  done  at  the  surgery. 

2050.  You  know  that  the  reason  why  domiciliary 
vaccination  was  prescribed  for  infants  was  to  prevent 
the  exposure  of  tender  infants  to  the  risk  of  infection  by 
bringing  them  together  in  a  surgery  ? — -Yes. 

2051.  That  does  not  apply  to  adults  at  all  ?— No. 

2052.  Do  you  think  Guardians  would  be  satisfied  if 
there  was  a  reduction  in  the  re-vaccination  fee,  and  the 
primary  vaccination  fee,  which  entails  domiciliary  vac- 
cination, were  retained  ? — I  cannot  speak  for  other  Boards 
of  Guardians,  because  many  of  them  have  had  no  occasion 
to  pay  anything  for  re-vaccination. 

2053.  It  is  this  outbreak  of  smallpox  that  has  brought 
the  whole  question  so  much  to  the  front  ? — Is  it  ?  I  was 
not  aware  of  that.  It  did  in  my  union,  I  know.  We 
should  not  be  satisfied  if  there  should  be  only  a  reduction 
in  the  re-vaccination  fee.  We  think  that  in  thickly- 
populated  districts  like  Bolton  you  could  get  a  medical 
man  to  devote  his  whole  time  to  vaccination  for  less 
money  than  we  have  paid  in  the  last  year. 

2054.  That  is  to  say,  a  whole  time  officer — -doing 
nothing  else  ? — Yes,  and  you  could  get  a  medical  man  to 
do  it  for  less  than  we  are  paying  to-day. 

2055.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Would  it  pay  you  to  give  a  man 
£500  to  devote  his  whole  time  to  vaccination  in  Great 
Bolton  and  Lever  ? — No,  but  it  would  in  Great  and  Little 
Bolton.  In  these  two  districts  it  would  pay  us  to  pay  a 
man  £500  a  year  and  devote  his  whole  time. 

2056.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  With  regard  to  your  proposal 
that  all  medical  practitioners  should  be  paid  for  vaccina- 
tion—we have  talked  of  the  6d,  doctors — have  you  any 
knowledge  of  them  ? — Only  by  repute. 

2057.  Have  you  any  in  Bolton  ?—  We  have  two  or  three 
of  them. 

2058.  They  are  not  high-class  practitioners — they  are 
men  who  have  failed  in  the  profession  from  some  reason 
or  other,  and  have  sunk  to  the  lowest  grade  ? — I  am  not 
aware  of  that. 

2059.  You  are  aware  that  in  such  places  as  Sheffield 
these  men  do  more  vaccinations  than  the  public  vacci* 
nator  ? — Yes,  they  were  doing  more  in  Bolton  until  this 
Act  passed. 

2060.  They  make  only  one  mark,  they  adopt  no  anti- 
septic methods,  they  do  not  cleanse  the  arm,  and  they  use 
any  kind  of  lymph  they  can  get  ? — Yes,  I  do  not  think 
they  take  the  precautions  they  ought  to  take  about  the 
lymph — I  don't  think  they  do  now. 

2061.  Would  it  be  safe  to  trust  such  men  with  public 
vaccination,  and  pay  them  out  of  public  funds  ? — Yes, 
I  don't  see  why  not.  I  don't  take  it  that  these  men  are 
in  any  way  less  qualified  than  the  men  who  are  allowed  to 
vaccinate  now.  I  can  speak  of  one  who  is  a  well  qualified 
medical  practitioner,  but  he  has  no  practice. 

2062.  But  he  is  not  adhering  to  the  tone  of  the  medical 
profession — his  doing  this  shows  that  he  is  an  unscru- 
pulous man  ? — Yes. 

2083.  And  he  does  not  practice  what  is  taught  in  all 
medical  schools — that  the  efficiency  of  vaccination  depends 
on  the  number  and  area  of  the  scars  ? — No,  but  my 
opinion  is  that  this  plan  would  snuff  him  out  altogether. 
He  would  receive  nothing  like  the  payments  he  receives 
now. 

2064.  You  are  aware  that  the  Board's  medical  in- 
spectors are  called  upon  to  make  inquiries  in  cases  where 
injury  is  alleged  to  have  been  caused  by  vaccination  ? — 
Yes. * 


2065.  And  they  come  across  the  sixpenny  doctor  ? — 
Yes,  no  doubt. 

2066.  You  are  perhaps  aware  that  the  evidence  that 
they  gather  in  such  cases  does  not  impress  them  favour- 
ably on  behalf  of  the  sixpenny  doctor  as  a  vaccinator  ? — 
Yes,  I  should  think  it  is  so. 

2067.  In  such  circumstances,  do  you  think,  holding  such 
views  on  the  evidence  that  we  have  collected,  that  it 
would  be  safe  to  entrust  the  sixpenny  doctor  with  public 
vaccination  ? — If  it  could  be  avoided  I  should  say  not, 
but  I  think  he  would  be  gradually  done  away  with.  You 
cannot  exclude  him  now,  he  is  even  now  doing  a  great 
number  of  vaccinations. 

2068.  I  don't  see  how  you  can  supervise  him  ? — You 
cannot  exclude  him  now,  because  he  is  not  prevented  by 
law  from  putting  one  mark,  but  he  would  be  prevented  if 
my  system  were  carried  out,  and  consequently  he  would 
gradually  sink  into  insignificance. 

2069.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  You  think  that  if  every  prac- 
titioner were  paid  a  fee  of  half-a-crown,  and  had  to  certify 
that  he  had  vaccinated  in  four  places,  that  parents  would 
not  take  their  children  to  these  low-class  practitioners  ? — 
I  am  sure  of  it. 

2070.  And  therefore  would  have  no  vaccinations  to- 
perform  and  therefore  no  fees  ? — No,  and  then  they 
would  have  to  give  up  their  business — that  is  the  only 
way  that  you  can  get  rid  of  them. 

2071.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  You  say,  "  A  supply  of  calf 
lymph  to  other  medical  practitioners  would  be  necessary 
if  they  are  to  be  admitted  for  payments  as  in  the  case  of 
public  vaccinators.  This  could  be  done  either  by  a  supply 
from  the  Local  Government  Board's  establishment  or  per- 
mitting medical  men  to  purchase  from  other  approved 
vaccine  establishments."  I  questioned  you  about  this, 
before.  You  don't  mean  to  suggest  that  this  calf  lymph 
should  be  given  to  the  private  practitioners  for  a  small! 
payment,  so  that  they  can  vaccinate  any  one  of  their 
private  patients  as  private  patients  ?— Yes. 

2072.  Are  you  in  favour  of  Government  lymph  being 
sold  to  private  practitioners  ? — I  am  in  favour  of  it,  yes. 

2073.  Do  you  think  that  would  have  an  appreciable- 
effect  upon  the  number  of  persons  coming  to  the  public- 
vaccinators  ? — Yes.  But  if  my  suggestion  were  carried! 
out  all  vaccinations  would  be  paid  for. 

2074.  But  if  your  suggestion  were  not  carried  out  ? — I 
see  what  you  mean — the  sale  of  calf  lymph  to  the  medical, 
profession. 

2075.  Yes,  as  is  done  in  other  countries  ? — Yes,  but  it 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  private  medical  practi- 
tioner can  now  purchase  glycerinated  calf  lymph  from 
other  establishments,  and  I  believe  it  is  admitted  that  the- 
supply  is  equal  to  that  of  the  Local  Government  Board. 
I  think  the  Board  themselves  say  so ;  I  think  they  have 
said  so  in  a  letter  to  me. 

2076.  But  you  think  people  like  the  guarantee  of  the 
Government  ? — Yes,  the  guarantee  would  do  it — to  a 
great  extent. 

2077.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Has  it  occurred  to  you  that  the 
time  of  the  public  vaccinator  would  be  saved  if  the  wash- 
ing and  dressing  of  the  arm  were  done  by  nurses  ? — Yesr 
it  would. 

2078.  Do  you  think  this  course  would  be  feasible  ?' 
Where  a  public  vaccinator  has  to  vaccinate  a  large  number 
of  patients  at  one  time,  say  in  a  factory,  if  the  Guardians 
sent  a  nurse  to  prepare  the  arms,  and  if  the  public  vac- 
cinator had  only  to  perform  the  operation,  the  nurse 
doing  the  dressing  and  the  bandaging — would  not  the 
public  vaccinator  be  able  to  do  his  work  much  more 
quickly,  and  might  not  a  lower  fee  be  then  paid  to  him  for 
so  doing  ? — I  think  so,  because  I  know  of  stations  where 
that  has  been  done,  and  of  course  it  saves  at  least  two- 
thirds  of  the  time. 

2079.  That,  of  course,  would  only  be  practicable  in  re- 
vaccinations  at  stations  ? — At  stations,  or  in  cases  of 
necessity 

2080.  But  could  that  be  arranged  for  in  a  place  like- 

 ? — Great    Bolton  ?    Yes,    we    could   easily  have 

arranged  for  that  in  the  recent  outbreak. 

2081.  And  that  would  have  prevented  the  necessity 
for  temporary  public  vaccinators — I  mean  the  appoint- 


MINUTES  OF  EVIDENCE. 


77 


ment  of  assistants  to  the  public  vaccinators  ? — Yes,  it 
would  have  helped,  but  in  the  case  of  a  cotton  mill  I  do 
not  think  it  could  have  been  done  even  then,  where  there 
are  something  like  600  or  700  people  coming  out  at  night. 
We  could  not  do  it. 

2082.  Supposing  there  are  600  people  to  be  vaccinated— 
a  public  vaccinator  who  had  nothing  else  to  do  but  to 
scratch  the  arm  and  put  in  the  lymph  would  be  able  to  do 
a  great  many  more  than  he  does  now  ? — Yes,  I  should  say, 
speaking  off-hand,  about  three  times  as  many. 

2083.  Well,  then,  you  could  get  that  done  by  the 
employment  of  two  or  three  assistants  to  do  the  prepara- 
tion, with  the  assistance  of  half  the  number  of  medical 
men  that  you  would  want  in  other  cases  ? — Yes,  certainly. 

2084.  We  have  heard  nothing  from  you  as  to  the  re- 
muneration of  vaccination  officers.  Do  you  suggest  any 
change  ? — Not  if  he  has  to  do  the  work  that  he  has  to  do 
now.    He  devotes  his  whole  time. 

2085.  Do  you  pay  postages  in  your  union  ? — Yes. 

2086.  It  has  been  suggested  that  it  would  be  right  for 
the  Guardians  in  all  cases  to  pay  postages  to  their  vaccina- 


tion officers — do  you  agree  with  that  suggestion  ? — Yes,  jfr< 
I  think  it  would ;  because  from  my  own  experience,  when 
I  was  vaccination  officer,  I  used  to  get  letters  from  other 
vaccination  officers — circulars — and  if  possible  they  were 
sent  in  one  of  the  certificate  forms  with  the  stamp  of  the 
Board  upon  it.  I  think  that  they  stint  the  correspond- 
ence if  they  have  to  pay  postages,  which  they  ought  not 
to  do. 

2087.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  You  have  no  suggestion  to  make 
in  regard  to  vaccination  officers'  fees  ? — No,  I  can  tell  you 
what  he  makes  in  my  union — his  fees  average  £340  a  year 
as  the  minimum. 

2088.  From  your  experience,  and  looking  at  the  various 
conditions  of  other  Unions,  you  regard  the  minimum  fee 
prescribed  as  a  reasonable  one  ? — Yes,  I  do.  My  Board 
have  not  raised  any  objections  to  the  vaccination  officers' 
fees  at  all. 

-as  a  minimum — as 


2090.  Do  you  regard  it  as  possibly  excessive  ? — It  is 
ample. 


Mr.  W.  Wellington  Conolly,  i 

2091.  (Chairman.)  Mr.  Conolly,  are  you  in  a  position 
now  to  give  us  the  return  which  the  Local  Government 
Board  have  asked  for  regarding  vaccination  expenses  ? — 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I  am  not,  notwithstanding  the  very 
great  efforts  that  we  have  made  to  get  the  whole  thing  in. 
It  is  in  a  very  advanced  stage,  but  not  complete.  There 
are  still  sixteen  unions  from  which  we  have  not  received 
any  return,  and  there  are  ten  unions,  the  returns  of 
which  we  have  not  been  able  to  accept.  But  with  these 
two  sets  of  exceptions,  we  have  all  the  returns  in,  so 
that  the  present  state  of  affairs  is  this  : — 

Returns  received  and  accepted  -  626 
„  received  and  not  accepted  -  -  10 
„       not  received  at  all  -       -       -       -  16 
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2092.  What  has  happened  in  the  case  of  the  sixteen  ? — 
We  have  made  four  applications  for  them — sixteen  is  the 
balance.  The  last  apphcation  was  a  very  urgent  one, 
the  one  preceding  that  was  also  urgent ;  notwithstanding 
that,  there  are  still  these  sixteen  that  we  have  not  received 
yet  at  all. 

2093.  No  reply  ? — In  a  few  cases  we  have  had  an  ex- 
planation that  it  is  owing  to  the  amount  of  local  work  that 
there  is  just  at  this  season  of  the  year. 

2094.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  We  may  take  it,  I  suppose,  now, 
that  we  shall  not  be  able  to  get  the  information  from  these 
outstanding  unions  in  before  Christmas  ? — The  probability 
is  that  we  shall  not. 

2095.  We  murt  defer  the  rest  until  the  return  is  com- 
plete ? — I  am  afraid  so. 

After  an  Adjournment. 

2096.  (Chairman.)  Now,  Mr.  Conolly,  can  you  let  us 
have  the  complete  Return  which  the  Board  have  asked 
for  as  to  vaccination  expenses  ? — Yes,  it  is  now  complete, 
and  I  put  in  the  detailed  Return,  giving  in  county  arrange- 
ment the  statistics  for  each  Union  for  each  year  with  the 
totals  for  each  period  of  four  years,  a  county  summary, 
and  an  analysis  of  the  fees  actually  paid  to  the  public 
vaccinators  and  the  vaccination  officers  throughout  the 
country.  (See  Appendix,  Nos.  XXVII.,  XXVIII.,  and 
XXIX.) 

2097.  What  do  you  gather  generally  from  this  Return  ? 
— What  probably  will  most  strike  one  in  looking  at  the  final 
line  of  the  Summary  is  the  great  increase  in  the  expendi- 
ture on  and  in  connection  with  vaccination  and  re- 
vaccination,  the  total  for  the  four  years  ended  at  Lady 
Day,  1899,  being  £331,981  0s.  8d.  ;  while  that  for  the  four 
years  ended  at  Lady  Day,  1903,  was  £1,213,484  3s.  7d.,or 
a  sum  3-65  times  the  former.  That,  of  course,  only  shows 
the  increase  in  the  aggregate  expenditure  and  does  not 


3-called;    and  further  Examined. 

indicate  that  the  cost  of  the  individual  operations  has  j\fr 
increased  in  the  same  ratio,  for  the  same  line  shows  in  Wellington 
Col.  3  that  the  number  of  operations  also  greatly  increased  Conolly. 
in  the  second  period,  viz.,  from  1,370,897  to  3,197,192, 
a  number  two  and  a  third  times  as  great  as  the  former. 
This  great  increase  occurred  principally  in  re-vaccinations  ; 
for  while  primary  vaccinations  rose  from  1,262,576  to 
2,016,666,  or  by  58-4  per  cent.,  the  re -vaccinations  rose 
from  106,783  to  1,168,058,  or  by  no  less  than  993  per  cent. ; 
or  roughly- — while  the  vaccinations  increased  by  three- 
fifths  of  their  number,  the  re-vaccinations  rose  to  nearly 
eleven  times  their  number  in  the  first  period. 

2098.  And  the  cost  of  each  operation  ? — That  rose,  too, 
on  the  average.  Taking  the  vaccinations  and  revaccina- 
tions  together,  the  average  cost  per  operation  in  the  second 
period,  as  against  that  in  the  first,  is  found  to  be  1-57 
times  as  great ;  or,  as  given  in  Col.  1 1  of  the  Summary, 
while  the  cost  per  head  in  the  first  period  was  4s.  lOd., 
it  was  in  the  second  7s.  7d. 

2099.  Do  you  think  these  charges  likely  to  continue  at 
the  amounts  shown  ? — No,  I  do  not,  although  it  is  not 
easy  to  suggest  when  precisely  a  substantial  reduction 
will  take  place.  That  will  depend  upon  the  course  of  the 
small-pox  epidemic,  which  has  now  been  running  for  over 
two  years,  and  is  still  active  in  various  parts  of  the  country. 

2100.  And  to  what  extent  has  this  affected  the  number 
of  operations  ? — It  has  sent  up  the  aggregate  of  primary 
vaccinations  in  every  county  except  one,  viz.,  Rutland, 
where  the  number  in  the  second  period  was  ninety-seven 
less  than  in  the  first,  and  it  has  also  enormously  increased 
the  number  of  re-vaccinations  in  every  county  except  two, 
viz..,  Hereford  and  the  North  Riding  of  Yorkshire.  An. 
examination  of  the  detailed  tables  shows  that  with  only 
a  very  few  exceptions  the  great  proportion  of  the  increase 
took-place  during  the  two  years  to  Lady  Day,  1902  and 
1903,  and  the  increase  in  some  cases  was  phenomenal. 
Thus,  to  take  some  London  Unions,  in  Bethnal  Green, 
the  number  of  re-vaccinations  rose  from  27  in  the 
first  period  to  7,252  in  the  second;  in  Camberwell, 
from  78  to  16,309 ;  in  St.  George's,  from  66  to 
11,610,  of  which  10,653  were  all  done  in  the  year  to 
Lady  Day,  1902  ;  in  Islington,  from  123  to  15,254,  of  which 
all  but  102  were  done  in  the  last  two  years  ;  in  Holborn, 
from  12  to  12,768  ;  in  Hackney,  from  202  to  14,348  ; 
in  Mile  End  from  5  to  5,745 ;  and  in  Stepney,  from  1 
to  5,030.  The  same  occurred  every  here  and  there  in  the 
provinces.  Thus,  taking  three  Unions  near  London— 
in  Croydon  the  number  rose  from  92  to  10,641  ;  in 
Edmonton,  from  107  to  27,644,  and  in  West  Ham 
from  254  to  39,563.  Going  further  afield  we  have  in 
Lancashire  a  rise  at  Bolton  from  36  to  12,328 ;  in 
Chorlton,  from  33  to  11,887  ;  in  Liverpool  from  30  to 
16,933  ;  and  in  West  Derby,  from  155  to  48,474.  Or 
again,  taking  Stafford  County,  the  rise  was  from  349  to 
12,525,  while  for  Hertford  County  the  rise  was  from  116 
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Mr.  W.  to  19,903.  Again,  taking  two  notably  anti-vaccination 
W ellington  counties,  Leicester  and  Northampton,  we  see  in  the  former 
ConoUij.  case  that  in  eight  out  of  the  eleven  Unions  in  the  County- 
there  was  no  re -vaccination  at  all  during  the  first  period, 
whereas  during  the  second  the  number  was  considerable, 
amounting  in  some  cases  to  several  hundreds  almost  wholly 
referable  to  one  or  both  of  the  last  two  years.  Similarly, 
in  Northamptonshire,  in  nine  out  of  its  twelve  Unions  there 
was  no  re-vaccination  in  the  first  period,  whereas  the 
same  Unions  contributed  5,386  in  the  second.  This  result 
was  clearly  attributable  to  the  presence  or  the  fear  of  the 
epidemic.  In  the  former  case  there  was  one  curious  re- 
sult. In  Blaby  the  cost  per  head  of  the  eight  operations 
— all  primary  vaccinations — done  in  the  first  period  was 
£7  17s.  lid.,  while  the  cost  per  head  of  the  790  cases 
done  in  the  second  was  lis.  lid. 

2101.  Then  these  last  two  years  have  been  altogether 
extraordinary  as  regards  the  quantity  and  cost  of  vac- 
cination and  re-vaccination  ? — Quite,  and  it  is  not  clear 
that  we  are  coming  to  the  end  just  yet.  In  the  Midlands 
and  the  northern  half  of  the  country  small-pox  has  ap- 
peared every  here  and  there  ;  it  is  prevalent  more  or  less 
at  Leicester,  Loughborough,  Nottingham,  Derby,  War- 
rington, Manchester  and  its  neighbourhood,  St.  Helen's, 
Sheffield,  Kingston-on-Hull,  Gateshead,  and  in  the  New- 
castle-on-Tyne  district.  During  the  week  to  the  13th 
February  there  were  eighty-six  fresh  cases  notified,  and 
during  the  week  to  the  20th  instant  there  were  ninety- 
eight  fresh  cases  notified,  so  that  it  is  not  disappearing 
in  the  country. 

2102.  {Mr.  Lithiby.)  And  that  is  only  in  districts  where 
they  have  special  arrangements  for  making  the  notifications 
known  ? — Quite  so.  There  is  a  sort  of  mutual  information 
association,  comprising  some  250  boroughs  and  urban  dis- 
tricts, which  this  Office  manages.  The  Board  collect 
information  from  all  these  places  as  to  the  notification  of 
infectious  disease,  and  then  tabulate  and  distribute 
it  again  to  the  members;  and  it  is  from  that  return 
that  we  get  this  information  week  by  week.  At 
Nottingham  during  the  week  ended  20th  February 
there  were  twenty-one  cases ;  at  Derby,  twelve ;  at 
Gateshead,  fifteen  ;  at  Newcastle  and"  vicinity,  fifteen  ; 
and  at  Loughborough,  eight. 

2103.  {Chairman.)  Would  you  regard  the  first  two  years 
of  the  second  period  as  ordinary  ? — Scarcely.  The  first 
year — to  Lady  Day,  1900 — was  the  first  whole  year  in 
which  the  effect  of  the  1898  Act  could  be  fully  felt,  and  the 
results  were  swollen;  and  this  effect  was  still  discernible 
in  the  following  year  with  its  large  number  of  arrears  still 
coming  forward.  If  one  must  make  a  selection,  I  should 
prefer  to  put  it  that  the  year  to  Lady  Day,  1901,  was  pro- 
bably the  least  abnormal  of  the  four. 

2104.  Then  I  may  take  it  that  you  do  not  think 
we  have  yet  had  under  the  new  conditions  a  year 
which  may  be  regarded  as  normal  ? — That  is  my  view — and 
on  that  view  I  do  not  think  that  there  has  yet  been  a  fair 
chance  of  seeing  what  would  be  the  average  natural  call  for 
vaccination  and  re-vaccination,  and  the  cost  of  it.  ( 

2105.  {Mr  Lithiby.)  That  is  under  the  new  Act  ?— Yes. 

2106.  {Chairman.)  When  you  were  first  before  us  you 
explained  the  circumstances  which  caused  increased  work 
to  the  Public  Vaccinators  under  the  Act  and  Order  of  1898, 
and  in  which  it  was  decided  to  fix  the  minimum  fees  pre- 
scribed by  the  Order,  and  you  told  us  that  in  some  cases 
fees  higher  than  the  minimum  were  given.  Can  you  now 
tell  us  what  fees  are  in  fact  given  ? — Yes.  I  have  prepared 
an  analysis  of  the  fees  actually  paid  to  them  under  the 
three  heads  of  Article  3  (1)  of  the  Order.  Here  it  is.  {See 
Appendix,  No.  XXVII.)  You  will  see  from  it  that  in  the 
large  majority  of  cases  under  each  head  the  minimum  fee  is 
paid.  This  analysis  is  prepared  separately  for  each  sub-  head, 
as  it  was  found  impracticable  to  prepare  it  on  the  plan  of 
scales  embracing  the  three  subheads,  the  combinations 
were  so  numerous.  Taking  then  each  subhead  by 
itself,  we  find  that  in  entire  Unions  the  {a),  or  as 
it  is  commonly  called  the  birth  fee,  is  fixed  at  the 
prescribed  minimum  of  Is.  in  416  cases,  or  nearly 
two-thirds  of  the  whole.  The  highest  for  entire 
Unions  is  2s.  6d.,  which  is  paid  in  only  twenty-seven 
cases.  Between  these  sums  the  fees  exceeding  the  mini- 
mum are  Is.  6d.,  paid  in  twenty-eight  cases ;  Is.  8d. 
p  thirty-three  cases  ;  and  2s.  in  forty-eight  cases ;  and 


there  are  five  cases  in  which  intermediate  odd  sums 
are  paid.  This  accounts  for  557  Unions.  As  regards 
the  remainder,  various  Bums  are  paid  in  different  parts 
of  the  Union,  and  occasionally  even  in  different  parts 
of  the  same  district  of  a  Union  according  to  distances  to  be 
travelled  or  other  local  circumstances,  but  the  great  maj  ority 
of  the  cases  are,  as  in  the  case  of  the  entire  Unions,  within 
the  same  limits.  Thus  there  are  fifty-six  cases  of  Is.  ;  four- 
teen of  Is.  6d.  ;  thirty-three  of  Is.  8d.  ;  forty-one  of  2s.  ;  and 
forty-six  of  2s.  6d.  ;  with  fourteen  cases  of  odd  sums  of 
intermediate  amount.  There  are,  however,  a  few  cases 
exceeding  2s.  6d.,  viz.,  two  of  2s.  8d.  ;  two  of  2s.  9d  ;  four 
of  3s.  ;  two  of  3s.  3d.  ;  two  of  3s.  6d.  ;  two  of  4s.  ;  and  one 
of  5s.,  which  is  the  highest.  It  is  to  be  noted  with  regard 
to  these  high  fees  that  they  have  all  been  approved  at  the 
instance  of  the  Guardians,  the  highest  fee  directed  by  the 
Board  where  the  Guardians  have  been  in  opposition  being 
Is.  8d.,  and  that  only  in  the  special  circumstances  to  which 
I  have  previously  referred.  These  high  (a)  fees  are  also 
never  allowed,  except  in  circumstances  which  have  war- 
ranted the  payment  of  a  relatively  high  (6)  fee,  the  Board's 
rule  being  that  the  (a)  fee  must  in  no  case  exceed  one-third 
of  the  (b)  fee. 

2107.  {Mr.  Vallance.)  May  we  take  it  that  where  the 
(a)  fee  is  so  high  as  4s.  or  5s.  that  the  (b)  fee  would  be  at 
least  12s.  and  15s.?— Yes. 

2108.  {Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  But  they  are  only  cases  where 
there  are  long  distances  to  travel  ? — Quite  so,  or  other 
substantial  difficulty  of  locomotion. 

2109.  So  that  practically  they  are  only  infinitesimal  in 
number  ? — Yes,  I  should  say  that  they  scarcely  affect 
the  amount,  the  effect  of  these  on  the  whole  is  not  appreci  • 
able.  You  can  see  by  the  numbers,  only  two's  and  one's, 
and  they  are  only  in  parts  of  unions — it  simply  means  a 
single  district. 

2110.  Outlying  portions  of  the  district  ? — Yes,  in  some 
cases. 

2111.  {Mr.  Vallance.)  Is  there  any  considerable  number 
of  those  over  2s.  6d.  in  Wales  ? — I  don't  think  they  occur 
so  much  in  Wales  ,  there  are  some  in  Wales,  but  they  are 
not  so  numerous  in  Wales  as  in  the  mountainous  parts  of 
England  ;  it  is  in  the  mountainous  districts  and  on  the 
moors,  and  in  one  or  two  of  the  fens  that  there  are  the 
highest  fees. 

As  regards  the  (b),  or  domiciliary  operation  fee,  the  very 
large  majority  of  cases  have  also  been  dealt  with  in  com- 
paratively simple  fashion,  and  resolve  themselves  into  two 
classes,  one  where  a  single  fee  is  given  throughout  the 
union,  the  other  where  a  zonal  scale  is  given.  Thus  we 
find  as  regards  entire  unions  that  135  give  the  prescribed 
minimum  of  5s.,  thirty  give  6s.,  nineteen  give  6s.  6d., 
and  thirty-tour  give  7s.  6d.  all  round  —  the  highest 
given  by  any  appreciable  number  of  unions.  In  parts 
of  unions  the  minimum  is  given  in  no  fewer  than 
334  cases,  while  in  21  cases  5s.  6d.  is  given,  in  105  6s.,  in 
42  6s.  6d.,  in  65  7s.,  in  269  7s.  6d.,  in  43  8s.,  in  16  8s.  6d., 
in  28  9s.,  in  151  10s.,  in  15  10s.  6d.,  in  13  lis., 
and  in  18  12s.  6d.  Those,  of  course,  represent  indivi- 
dual districts.  There  are  a  few  cases  of  intermediate 
amount  and  a  few  others  in  which  the  fees  for  individual 
districts  run  up  to  32s.  6d.,  but  the  total  number  of  this 
last  class  is  only  twenty -eight.  It  will  be  noticed  that  as 
regards  the  parts  of  unions  the  number  of  instances  is 
largest  under  the  scales  of  5s.,  7s.  6d.,  and  10s.  This  arises 
from  the  fact  that  these  figures  include  the  cases  where  the 
Board's  scale  was  adopted,  i.e.,  the  general  scale,  as  I  have 
already  explained,  which  the  Board  devised  to  meet  the 
varying  local  circumstances  in  cases  where,  on  the  1898 
Order  coming  into  force,  the  guardians  could  not  agree 
with  their  officers  as  to  the  fees  to  be  paid.  In  a 
few  cases  special  sliding  scales  based  on  consi- 
derations of  distance  from  the  public  vaccinator's 
residence,  or  whether  the  operation  was  performed 
in  or  beyond  his  parish  of  residence,  have  been 
approved  ;  and  in  others  special  fees  have  been  arranged 
to  provide  for  re -vaccination  in  quantity  at  one  time  and 
place,  but  the  total  number  of  these  cases  is  small,  only 
eighteen  entire  unions  and  six  parts  of  unions  being 
affected. 

As  regards  the  (c)  fee,  that  for  operations  performed  else- 
where than  at  the  person's  home,  the  minimum  has  been 
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agreed  upon  in  the  very  large  majority  of  cases,  viz.,  in 
585  whole  unions  and  parts  of  15  unions.  In  7 
unions  the  agreed  fee  is  3s.  ;  in  20  3s.  6d.  ;  and  in 
11  5s.  In  only  six  cases  has  a  higher  fee  than  5s.  been 
agreed  upon  as  regards  the  whole  union.  As  regards 
particular  districts  3s.  was  arranged  in  four  cases,  5s.  in 
eight,  and  7s.  6d.  in  four ;  and  there  was  one  instance 
of  a  10s.  fee — the  highest. 

So  far,  then,  as  regards  public  vaccinators. 

I  also  put  in  a  Statement  showing  the  fees  paid  to  vaccina- 
tion officers  in  the  various  unions  of  the  country.  (See 
Appendix,  No.  XXVIII.)  I  don't  think  there  is  anything 
to  be  said  about  it.  It  simply  shows  that  there  are  so 
many  unions  which  pay  certain  fees  to  their  vaccination 
officers,  and  that  they  by  no  means  keep  themselves  down 
to  the  minimum.  There  are  only  one-fourth  of  the  total 
number  of  unions  that  give  the  minimum  fee  to  their 
vaccination  officer.  Rather  more  than  another  quarter 
give  twice  the  minimum  fee,  and  the  fees  go  up  to  quite 
high  amounts  in  special  circumstances. 

2112.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Is  it  a  matter  of  fact  that 
guardians  in  thinly  populated  districts  are  more  liberal 
or  otherwise  to  the  public  vaccinators  than  those  in  urban 
districts  ?  Do  they  appreciate  the  difficulties  of  country 
vaccination  ? — I  think  we  must  take  it  that  that  is  the 
case,  seeing  that  in  districts  of  that  character  they  have 
agreed  with  their  public  vaccinators  to  give  them  much 
higher  fees. 

2113.  But  there  are  cases  in  which,  in  spite  of  the  great 
distances  to  be  travelled,  the  minimum  fees  are  given  ?— 
That  is  so. 

2114.  That  is  to  say,  the  guardians  do  not  scruple  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  minimum  fee,  notwithstanding 
there  is  a  maximum,  of  work  for  the  public  vaccinator  ? — 
If  they  can  get  a  public  vaccinator  to  accept  it.  It  is 
largely  a  matter  of  supply  and  demand  whether  they  will 
get  the  public  vaccinator  to  accept. 

2115.  Are  there  cases  known  to  you  in  which  the  local 
public  vaccinators  have  not  been  ready  to  accept  the 
minimum  fees  ? — At  first,  but  they  have  done  so  after- 
wards. 

2116.  Are  you  aware  of  any  instance  in  which  the  public 
vaccinators  have  resigned  rather  than  accept  minimum 
fees — in  these  thinly  populated  districts  where  the  work 
is  out  of  all  proportion  to  the  pay  ? — No,  I  don't  think  so. 

2117.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Have  you  had  any  cases  in  which 
the  public  vaccinators  have  been  quite  willing  to  enter 
into  contracts  to  vaccinate  for  less  fees  than  the  present 
minimum  fees  ? — Oh,  yes,  we  have  had  cases  like  that. 


2118.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  Have  there  been  any  cases  in     Mr.  W. 
which  the  Local  Government  Board  have  sanctioned  fees  Wellington 
below  the  minimum  ? — No,  there  has  been  absolutely  no  Conolly. 
breach  of    that.     We    have    never  sanctioned  a  fee 

below  the  minimum. 

2119.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  Your  experience  has  been  that 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the  order  fixes  minimum 
fees,  guardians  have  been,  in  a  large  number  of  cases,  will- 
ing to  pay  increased  fees  ? — Oh,  yes,  in  a  very  large  num- 
ber of  cases — the  present  table  makes  that  very  apparent. 
In  fact  I  may  say  that  even  in  those  cases  in  which 
the  Board  fixed  the  fee  at  first,  it  was  not  by  any 
means  always  as  against  the  guardians.  It  was  simply 
because  the  guardians  and  the  public  vaccinators  could 
not  themselves  come  to  an  amicable  arrangement,  and  in 
some  cases  the  Board  upheld  the  guardians  as  against  the 
public  vaccinators,  but  the  fees  were  much  higher  than 
the  minimum. 

2120.  And  the  guardians  were  quite  willing  to  pay  them? 
— Quite  willing — the  only  thing  was  the  public  vaccinators 
wanted  stilll  more. 

2121.  Assuming  that  the  fees  were  reduced  below  the 
present  minimum,  presumably  the  guardians  in  districts 
where  increased  fees  would  be  necessary  would  be  willing 
to  pay  those  increased  fees  ? — I  should  think  so. 

2122.  (Mr.  Vallance.)  There  have  been  several  cases, 
have  there  not,  in  which  Boards  of  Guardians,  who  were 
scheduled  as  objecting  to  the  fees,  have  afterwards  adopted 
higher  fees  than  the  minimum  ? — Yes,  some  have. 

2123.  (Chairman.)  What  has  induced  them  as  a  rule  to 
do  that  ? — There  is  no  reason  on  the  record. 

2124.  (Dr.  Bruce  Low.)  Many  Boards  of  Guardians  are 
always  trying  to  save  money  by  going  below  the  minimum? 
— Some  are. 

2125.  Are  you  aware  that  under  the  old  Act,  in  which 
the  minimum  fee  was  Is.  6d.,  attempts  were  often  made  to 
reduce  it  to  Is.  ?  You  know  that  ? — Yes,  as  a  matter  of 
history. 

2126.  So  that  no  matter  what  minimum  is  fixed  there 
are  always  certain  penurious  Boards  of  Guardians  who 
would  go  still  lower  if  the  Board  would  let  them  ? — They 
might. 

2127.  (Mr.  Lithiby.)  There  is  no  minimum  for  the  salary 
of  district  medical  officers,  is  there  ? — No,  there  is  not. 

2128.  That  is  a  matter  entirely  for  arrangement  between 
the  guardians  and  the  district  medical  officer  ? — I  believe 
so.  There  is  no  prescribed  salary — it  is  entirely  a  matter 
of  agreem3nt. 
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I      Assistants  to  Public  Vaccinators— 104  ;  2077-2083. 
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Evidence  on  behalf  of— 160-476. 
!     Association  of  Public  Vaccinators  of  England  and 

Wales,  Evidence  on  behalf  of— 1243-1690. 
;      Asylum  inmates,  Vaccination  of — 38. 
|     Attendance  after  Vaccination. 

See  Public  Vaccinators— Work  of,  unpaid. 
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Evidence  on  behalf  of  Board  of  Guardians  of — 1039- 
1175. 

i     Bolton  Union.    Evidence  of  Clerk  to  Guardians  on  be- 
half of— 1859-2090. 
!     Bonus  to  Vaccination  Officers. 
See  Awards. 
Bootle  Union— 13. 
!     Bradbury,  Dr.— 1719-1752  ;  1839-1841 
\     Bradfield  Union — 619. 
I     Brown,  Joseph,  Evidence  of — 160-313. 
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214-221  ;  1251  ;  1389  ;  1465  ;  1574-1593  ;  1955- 
1964. 
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789-790. 
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Guardians— 947-1038. 
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2091-2123. 
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Contracts  of  Public  Vaccinators — 6. 
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See  also  under  Public  Vaccinators — Tenure. 
Cooper,  H.  I.,  Evidence  of— 1859-2090. 
Cope,  A.  E.,  Evidence  of— 1243-1376. 
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2097-2100. 
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Dimbleby,  F.  W.,  Evidence  of— 314-419. 
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Fee  for— 13 ;  18-19  ;  73-77  ;  90-92  ;  302-303  ;  378  ; 

458;  525-527;   1033;  1757-1776;  1867-1868; 
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486 ;     489 ;     507  ;     1329-1338 ;     1757-1776  ; 

1867-1868. 
District  Medical  Officer. 

See  under  Medical  Relief  and  Public  Vaccinators. 
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1297-1299  ;  1436  ;  1515  ;  1946-1954  ;  2040-2044. 
Drury,  A.,  Evidence  of— 1377-1454. 
Efficiency  of  Vaccination,  increase  of  under  new 

system— 163  ;    224-227  ;    273-274  ;    994-1003  ; 

1046-1065;     1141-1154;     1168-1175;  1213- 

1218  ;   1297-1299  ;   1436  ;   1451  ;   1515  ;  1946- 

1954. 

Elsam,  W.  D.,  Evidence  of— 693-837. 

Exemption  Certificates. 

See  under  "  Conscientious  Objectors  "  and  Vac- 
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certificates. 

Exmoor— 13. 

Expenses. 

See  under  Public  Vaccinators  and  Vaccination 
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Extraordinary  Arrangements  for  Vaccination — 33  ; 
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Factories,  Vaccination  in— 38  ;  117-123;  2078-2083. 
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838-946. 
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See  under  Minimum  Fees,  Public  Vaccinators,  and 
Vaccination  Officers 

Fixed  by  Local  Government  Board  in  cases  where 
Guardians  and  Officers  failed  to  agree — 17-20 ; 
2111;  2119. 
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Gill,  J!  W.,  Evidence  of— 477-602. 

Gloucester  Union — 736. 

Halifax  Union.    Evidence  of  Public  Vaccinator  of — 
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Large  Fees  received  by  individual  public  vaccinators — 
220. 

Legal  Proceedings. 

See  Vaccination  Officers— Legal  proceedings. 
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Distance,  fee  for— 13  ;  18-19  ;  73-77  ;  90-92  ;  302- 
303  ;  378  ;  458 ;  525-527  ;  1033  ;  1757-1776  ; 
1867-1868;    2011-2032;  2037-2039. 

Expenses  of— 10  ;  486  ;  1251 ;  1314 ;  1433. 

False  accusations  against — 1267-1268. 

Families  of,  vaccinated  by  them  and  cost  charged  to 
rates— 166-173 ;  235-245. 

Fees  of— before  1898—8. 

Fees  of,  explanation  of — 12. 

Fees  of,  fixed  by  Local  Government  Board  in  cases 

of  disagreement— 17-20 ;  2111;  2119. 
Fees  of,  in  excess  of  minimum — 13  ;  2106-2123. 
Fees  of,  of  large  amount  received  by  individual  public 

vaccinators — 220. 
Fees  of,  under  Vaccination  Order  1898—11. 

See  also  Minimum  Fees. 
Friction  between,  and  private  practitioners — 146-148  ; 

404  ;  1251 ;  1304-1307  ;  1444-1446  ;  1886-1897  ; 

2002. 

Local  Government  Board,  suggested  direct  payment 
by,  instead  of  by  boards  of  guardians — 490  ;  492- 
493 ;  562. 

Loss  of  private  practice  by— 1251-1260 ;  1350-1352  ; 

1355-1358  ;  1401. 
Metropolitan,  evidence  on  behalf  of — 1243-1376. 
Office  of,  suggested  association  with  that  of  Medical 

Officer  of  Health-563-566  ;  1308-1310. 
Remuneration  of,  compared  with  that  of  district 
medical  officer  and  private  practitioner.  See 
Work  and  remun3ration. 
Resignations  of— 149-155 ;  2116. 
Rural,  evidence  on  behalf  of — 1455-1690. 
Salary,  suggested  payment  by— 229-230  ;  384-395; 
399^19;  462-463;  529-532;    567-568;  576- 
577  ;  1023-1024  ;  1069  ;  1208-1212  ;  1241-1242  ; 
1303-1312;  1443;  1560-1569;  1834-1836;  1932; 
2000  ;  2005-2008  ;  2053-2055. 
Temporary,  suggested  appointment  of — 1994-1995  ; 
2081-2083. 
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Public  Vaccinators — cont. 

Tenure  of  position— 6 ;  70-72;  231-233;  396-399; 

402-403;   408;   462-463;   495-498;  529-532; 

1028-1031  ;  1220;  1239-1240;  1334;  1434-1436; 

1851-1855  ;  2006. 

See  also  Salary.) 
Time  occupied  by,  in  vaccinating  each  case— 1205  ; 

1313  ;  1549-1555  ;  1719-1752  ;  1839-1841. 
Travelling  expenses  of — See  Expenses. 
Unpaid  work — See  Work  of,  unpaid. 
Urban,  evidence  on  behalf  of — 1377-1454. 
Visits  made  by— 10  ;  93-101  ;  176-199  ;  484  ;  486  ; 

489  ;  507-508  ;  569  ;  835-837  ;  916  ;  1190-1206  ; 

1268-1269  ;  1416  ;  1468-1474  ;  1594-1602  ;  1651- 

1670  ;  1680-1689  ;  1779-1793  ;  1800-1815  ;  1857- 

1858  ;  1938-1945  ;  1956-1972. 

{See  also  Work  of,  unpaid.) 
"  Wear  and  tear  "  occasioned  by  duties  of — 1258  ; 

1261 ;  1303 

Whole-time,  suggested  appointment  of — 229-230  ; 

342  ;  384-395  ;  399-419  ;  602  ;  1221  ;   1440-1443  ; 

1999-2001 ;  2053-2055. 
Work  and  remuneration  of,  compared  with  that  of 

district  medical  officer— 163-164  ;  199-206  ;  257- 

260  ;  280-285  ;  298-300  ;  509-510  ;  587-589  ;  971- 

982;  1246;  1287-1295;  1374-1375;  1390-1396; 

1609-1637  ;  1878-1885  ;  1932-1937  ;  1944. 
Work  of,  compared  with  that  of  private  medical  prac- 
titioner—207-213  ;  223  ;  276-280  ;  345-362  ;  512- 

515;   535-537;   970;   1012-1016;  1115-1126; 

1163-1167;  1199-1200;  1233-1234;  1346-1349; 

1525-1534  ;  1628-1637  ;  1705-1717  ;  1819  ;  1845- 

1850 ;  1905-1931  ;  1998-1999. 
Work  of,  fitted  in  with  work  as  district  medical  officers 

or   private    practitioners — 192-195  ;    414-415  ; 

502-504;    1287-1297;   1303-1307;  1311-1312; 

1350-1352  ;  1641-1648  ;  1754-1756  ;  1794-1798  ; 

1884-1885  ;  1942-1943 
Work  of,  in  anti-vaccination  districts — 18  ;  20  ;  1415- 

1431 ;  1566-1569  ;  1669-1679  ;  1873-1877  ;  1945  ; 

2022-2025. 

Work  of,  in  high  buildings— 436-442  ;  467-472  ;  1262- 

1266 ;  1329-1331. 
Work  of,  in  smallpox  epidemic— 1385-1386  ;  1397. 

See  also  Smallpox  Epidemic. 
Work  of,  Increase  in,  under  present  system — 10  ;  214- 
228;    489;    1085-1115;    1228;    1251;  1385- 
1389;  1465-1497. 

See  also  Clerical  Work  and  Visits. 
Work  of,  unpaid— 10;    93-102;    109-112;  1251- 
1253;    1269-1287;    1372-1373;  1389;  1468- 
1497. 
See  also  Visits. 
Registrars  of  Births. 

See  under  Vaccination  Officers. 
Relieving  Officers. 

See  under  Vaccination  Officers. 
Rent. 
34. 

Representations  of  boards  of  guardians  with  reference  to 
the  cost  of  vaccination. 
See  Memorials. 
Resignations  of  Public  Vaccinators. 

See  under  Public  Vaccinators. 
Return  to  the  Local  Government  Board  of  the  cost  of  vac- 
cination from  each  Union — 44  ;    48  ;  620-622  ; 
692;  2091-2105. 

Re-vaccination— 292-297 ;  305  ;  310-313;  333-340;  578- 
583  ;  593-597  ;  1337  ;  1753  ;  1820-1829  ;  2045- 
2053. 

Re-vaccination,  age  of— 39-40. 

Re-vaccination,  at  surgery— 305 ;  333  ;  521-522;  571- 
575;  2048-2051. 

Re-vaccination,  at  stations— 1535-1573  ;    1829  ;  2079. 

Re-vaccination,  by  medical  officer  of  health  or  as- 
sistant medical  officer  of  health — 1350  •  1397- 
1411. 

Re-vaccination,    during  small-pox    epidemic— 45-66 ; 

256  ;  262-267  ;  308  ;  542-550  ;  1350-1352  • 
1513;  1535-1573;  1638-1640;  1978-1995 ;  2100.' 

169. 


Re-vaccination,  in  bulk— 38  ;  57;  117-123;  464-465; 

523-524  ;  1018-1022  ;  1299-1303 ;  1991 ;  2078- 

2083. 
Richmond  Union. 

Evidence  of  member  of  board  of  guardians  of — 314- 

419. 

Royal  Commission  on  Vaccination— 4  ;  43  ;  138  ;  268  ; 

776  ;  855  ;  1447  ;  1450  ;  1507  ;  1830-1832  ;  2041. 
Rural  Districts. 

Evidence  on  behalf  of  public  vaccinators  of — 1455- 

1690. 

St.  Asaph  Union — 137. 

St.  George's  (Hanover  Square)  Union. 

Evidence  of  public  vaccinator  of — 1243-1376. 
St.  German's  Union. 

Evidence  of  public  vaccinator  of — 477-602. 
Salary,  payment  by. 

See  under  Public  Vaccinators  and  Vaccination 
Officers. 

Sanitary  Authorities  as  administrators  of  theVaccina- 
tion  Acts— 833-834. 

School  Children,  vaccination  of — 38. 

School  Inspection  during  small-pox  epidemic. 
See  Public  Vaccinators — unpaid  work. 

Schultess-Young,  Mr.— 763  ;  765-766. 

Sedbergh  Union — 196. 

Settle  Union— 196  ;  302. 

Sevenoaks  Union. 

Evidence  of  public  vaccinator  of, — 1455-1690. 

Sheffield  Union— 370  ;  2059. 

Shoreditch  Union — 738. 

"  Sixpenny  Doctors." 

See  under  "  One  Mark  "  Vaccination  and  Private 
Medical  Practitioners. 

Small-pox,  cost,  etc.,  of  compared  with  cost  of  vaccina- 
tion—1303  ;  1415;  1433. 

Small-pox  Epidemic  of  1901-1903^4;  45-69;  119-121; 

261-267 ;  306-308 ;  453  ;  490-491 ;  541  ,  716- 
718;  909-910;  1074-1081;  1247;  1250;  1276; 
1513;  1603-1608;  1638-1640;  1869;  1946; 
1978-1995  ;  2053  ;  2099-2102. 

South  Shields  Union — 41. 

Southwark  Union — 1262. 

Spilsby  Union — 1659. 

Stations,  opening  of,  during  small-pox  epidemic — 48-57  ; 

542-550;   1338-1339;   1351-1352;  1535-1540; 

1638-1640;  1829. 
See  also  under  Re-vaccination  and  Small-pox 

Epidemic. 
Stone  Union— 318. 

Superior  Position,  vaccination  of  persons  of,  at  the 
public  expense— 165-173  ;  235-245  ;  374-377  ; 
493-494  ;  1515-1524. 
See  also  under  Domiciliary  Vaccination,  Effi- 
ciency of  Vaccination,  and  Lymph. 

Teacher  of  Vaccination— 1297-1298. 
Temporary  Public  Vaccinators,  suggested  appoint- 
ment of,  during  small-pox  epidemic — 1994-1995  ; 
2081-2083. 
Tenure  of  Position. 

See  under  Public  Vaccinators. 
Travelling  Expenses. 

See  under  Public  Vaccinators— Expenses. 
Uncertified  Vaccination. 

See  under  Public  Vaccinators — Work  of,  unpaid. 
Unsuccessful  Vaccination. 

See  under  Public  Vaccinators — Work  of,  unpaid. 
Urban  Districts,  evidence  on  behalf  of  public  vaccinators 

of— 1377-1454. 
Vaccination  Act,  1867 — 4. 
Vaccination  Act,  1867,  Regulations  under — 39. 
Vaccination  Act,  1867,  Section  6—8  ;  73  ;  88. 
Vaccination  Act,  1867,  Section  8 — 8. 

L  2 


84: 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


Vaccination  Act,  1837,  Section  11—118. 
Vaccination  Act,  1867,  Section  26—143  ;  156  ■  172. 
Vaccination  Act,  1867,  Section  28—38  ;  111.- 
Vaccination  Act,  1871 — 4. 
Vaccination  Act,  1898. 

Changes  introduced  by — 4. 

Fee  for  distance,  no  provision  in — 75. 

Repeals  Section  6  of  the  Act  of  1867—91; 
Vaccination  Act,  1898,  Section  1 — 9. 
Vaccination  Act,  1898,  Section  1  (4)— 10. 
Vaccination  Act,  1898,  Section  7 — 55. 

See  also  under  Domiciliary  Vaccination,  Effi- 
ciency of  Vaccination,  and  Lymph. 
Vaccination  Officers. 

As  collectors — 897. 

As  registrars— 28  ;  690-691  ;  849  890-900  ;  917- 
919;  1299. 

As  relieving  officers— 432  ;  687-691 ;  849  ;  890-900  ; 
917-919. 

|       As  school  attendance  officers — 849  ;  897. 

Assistants  to — 30. 
i      Association  of,  evidence  on  behalf  of — -693-946. 

Awards  to,  suggested— 745  ;  854  ;  920-925  ;  940- 
943. 

Compensation  for  loss  of  fees  in  the  event  of  transfer 
of  a  district  or  any  part  of  a  district  to  another 
district  or  union— 610-612  ;  631-632  ;  739-740  ; 
794-800. 

Compensation  on  relinquishing  office  if  administra- 
tion of  Acts  transferred  to  some  other  local 
authority— 613  ;  627-630. 

"  Conscientious  objection  "  certificates — 733-737  ; 
75S-760. 

Expenses  of— 776-779  ;  850-853  ;  933-934  ;  1249- 
1250. 

j.  See  also  Legal  Proceedings. 

Fees,  before  1898—21-24. 

Fees  for  every  primary  vaccination  in  district  irre- 
spective of  age  or  place  of  birth — 744  ;  767-770  ; 
801-804  ;  911-915. 

Fees  in  anti-vaccination  districts — 684-687  ;  771  ; 
854  ;  921-922. 

Fees  in  excess  of  minimum — 27;  2111. 

Fees  in  urban  districts — 730-736. 

Fees,  minimum,  increase  of,  suggested — 608  ;  667- 
668  ;  737  ;  824-832  ;  848. 
|      Fees,  principles  on  -which  fixed — 25-26. 

Fees  under  Vaccination  Order,  1898—21-27. 
f      Fees  under  Vaccination  Order    satisfactory — 309  ; 

318;  430;  476;  1017;  1130-1131;  1856;  2084; 
2087-2090. 

Legal  proceedings— 31-33  ;  647-666;  707;  761-766; 
789-793 ;  853 ;  901-908  ;  933-934  ;  1237-1238 ; 
1368-1371. 


"  Living  wage  "  of — 772. 
Office  accommodation — 729. 

Postage— 31-33 ;     623-626;     676-682;  741-743; 

778  ;  783-788  ;  1699-1701 ;  2085-2086. 
Register  of,  suggested— 858-869  ;  944-946. 
Re-vaccination,  suggested  fee  in  respect  of — 609 ; 

638-644;  669-675;  746;  755-757;  805-823; 

870-876. 

Salary,  payment  by— 683-687  ;  772-774. 
Superannuation— 22 ;  780-782. 
Tenure  of  office— 21-22. 

Work   in  anti- vaccination  districts — 26  ;    684-687  ; 

771;  854;  921-922. 
Work,  increase  of— 29  ;  703-715  ;  847. 
Work  in  smallpox  epidemic— 591-599 ;  716-718; 

909-910. 

Work  in  urban  and  rural  districts  compared — 615- 

619;  627-630. 
Work,  unpaid— 733;    737;    759-760;    848;  935- 

939. 

Vaccination  Order,  1898.    Article  3 — 11. 
Vaccination  Order,  1898.    Article  5—17. 
Vaccination  Order,  1898    Article  20—25  ;  675. 
Vaccination  Order,  1898.    Article  29 — 31. 
Vaccination  Order,  1898.    Third  Schedule— 10. 
Vaccination  Order,  1898.    Fourth  Schedule— 29. 


Wakefield  Union— 163  ;  224. 
Walsall  Union — 41. 
Wandsworth  Union— 1322 ;  1332. 
West  Bromwich  Union. 

Evidence  of  public  vaccinator  of — 1176-1242. 
Westbdry-on-Severn  Union— 1670-1672 ;  1689. 
West  Derby  Union— 812. 

West  Riding  of  Yorkshire. 

Resolution  of  public  vaccinators  of — 1433  ;  1438 


Whitechapel  Union — 738. 


Wigan  Union. 

Evidence  of  member  of  Board  of  Guardians  of — 1691- 
1858. 

Memorial  of  Board  of  Guradians  of— 952 ;    1038  ; 
1427-1428;   1694-1697;  1842-1843. 
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APPENDIX  No.  I.  

Circular  and  Memorandum   issued    by    the   Local  Government  Board  with  reference  to  the 
remuneration  of  Public  Vaccinators  and  Vaccination  Officers. 

APPENDIX  No.  II.      -  -   

Vaccination  Officers — Scales  of  Fees. 


APPENDIX  No.  III.  

Memorandum  of  Resolutions  and  Memorials  of  Boards  of  Guardians  and  other  Bodies  &e  the 
cost  of  public  vaccination. 


APPENDIX  No.  IV.  

Payments  to  District  Medical  Officers  and  Public  Vaccinators  in  the  Dewsbury  Union. 


APPENDIX  No.  V.  

Cost  of  vaccination  for  nine  years  in  the  Dewsbury  Union. 


APPENDIX  No.  VI.  

Public  vaccination  and  medical  relief  in  the  Dewsbury  Union. 


APPENDIX  No.  VII.    ...  - 

Public  vaccination  in  the  Richmond  Union. 


APPENDIX  No.  VIII.  

Acreage  of  Union,  number  of  Births,  and  fees  of  vaccination  officers  in  17  Unions. 


APPENDIX  No.  IX.  

Return  shewing  the  number  of  Names  placed  on  Form  "H"  in  the  Kingston  Union  for  the 
year  1902,  the  number  of  postponements  and  refusals,  and  the  area  and  population  of  each 
public  vaccinator's  district. 

APPENDIX  No.  X.  

Return  showing  the  fees  paid  to  vaccination  officers  in  London  and  certain  urban  districts,  and 
the  work  done  in  each  district. 


APPENDIX  No.  XI.  

Payments  to  the  public  vaccinator  of  the  Parish  of  Birmingham. 

APPENDIX  No.  XII.  .......  . 

Results  of  vaccination  in  the  Parish  of  Birmingham  for  the  last  three  jears  of  old  Act,  and 
first  three  years  of  new  Act. 

APPENDIX  No.  XIII.  .... 

Number  of  vaccinations  and  re-vaccinations,  and  fees  paid  to  vaccination  officor  and  public 
vaccinators,  in  the  West  Bromwich  Union. 
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APPENDIX  No.  XIV.  97 

Number  of  journeys  in  connection  with  vaccination. 

APPENDIX  No.  XV.   .....  97 

Cases  on  "H"  Lists. 

APPENDIX  No.  XVI.   ...  98 

Summary  of  replies  to  a  series  of  questions  addressed  by  the  Association  of  Public  Vaccinators 
of  England  and  Wales  to  the  Metropolitan  Public  Vaccinators. 

APPENDIX  No.  XVII.  -         -         -         -         -  99 

Number  of  vaccinations  in  certain  urban  districts  in  the  years  1898,  1900,  and  1903  respectively. 

APPENDIX  No.  XVIII.   100 

Extracts  from  reports  of  proceedings  at  certain  meetings  of  public  vaccinators,  and  copies  of 
iesolutions  relating  to  the  question  of  fees. 

APPENDIX  No.  XIX.  -         -  102 

Summary  and  Analysis  of  replies  to  a  series  of  questions  addressed  by  the  Association  of  Public 
Vaccinators  of  England  and  Wales  to  290  public  vaccinators  in  urban  districts ;  and 
Memorandum  of  the  reasons  usually  assigned  for  refusing  vaccination  in  the  districts  of 
320  public  vaccinators  in  urban  districts. 

APPENDIX  No.  XX.  103 

Table  illustrating  the  decline  in  vaccination  prior  to  the  Act  of  1898,  and  the  effect  of  re- 
vaccination  and  default  on  the  subsequent  expenditure 

APPENDIX  No.  XXI.  105 

Examples  of  long  distances  travelled  by  public  vaccinators. 

APPENDIX  No.  XXII.  -  107 

Number  of  vaccinations,  number  of  visits,  distance  of  cases,  and  fees  paid  to  the  public 
vaccinator  in  the  Hogsthorpe  district  of  the  Spilsby  Union. 

APPENDIX  No.  XXIII.         -         -         -         •         -         -         -         ...         -  108 

Table  illustrating  the  average  fee  per  visit  or  per  mile  received  by  public  vaccinators  of  rural 
districts. 

APPENDIX  No.  XXIV.  110 

Memorial  of  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Wigan  Union  on  the  subject  of  fees  paid  to  public 
vaccinators  under  the  Vaccination  Order,  1898. 

APPENDIX  No.  XXV.  Ill 

Letter  from  the  Assistant  Clerk  to  the  Guardians  of  the  Wigan  Union  forwarding  copy  of 
a  letter  addressed  by  him  to  Dr.  J.  A.  Bradbury,  and  a  copy  of  Dr.  Bradbury's  reply. 

APPENDIX  No.  XXVI.  112 


Table  A.    Area,  population,  number  of  cases  of  successful  primary  vaccination  during  the  year 

ended  Lady  Day  1900,  and  fees  paid  in  three  districts  of  the  Bolton  Union ;  together 

with  a  map  of  the  Union. 
Table  B.    Number  of  cases  vaccinated,  estimated  distances  travelled  by  each  public  vaccinator 

per  case,  and  fees  paid  in  three  districts  of  the  Bolton  Union. 
Table  C.    Payments  for  medical  relief  compared  with  payments  for  vaccination  in  two  districts 

of  the  Bolton  Union. 

Table  D.    Annual  average  number  of  primary  vaccinations  in  the  Bolton   Union  performed 

by  public  vaccinators  and  private  medical  practitioners  respectively  for  four  years  before 

and  after  the  Act  of  1898. 
Table  E.    Fees  paid  to  public  vaccinators  in  the  Bolton  Union  for  primary  vaccinations  for 

four  years  before  and  after  the  Act  of  1898. 
Table  F.    Estimated  saving  in  fees  in  the  Bolton  Union  if  private  practitioners    paid  a  fee 

of  2s.  6d.  for  vaccination. 
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APPENDIX  No.  XXVII.   115 

Statement  showing  the  various  fees  now  payable  to  public  vaccinators  under  Article  3  (1), 
(a),  (b),  and  (c)  of  the  Vaccination  Order,  1898,  with  the  number  of  Unions  in  whicfc 
each  of  such  fees  is  paid. 

APPENDIX  No.  XXVIII.   118 

Statement  showing  the  fees  paid  to  vaccination  officers  in  the  various  Unions  in  England 
and  Wales. 

APPENDIX  No.  XXIX.   123 

Return  of  the  cost  of  public  vaccination  in  each  Union  in  England  and  Wales  for  the  four 
years  ended  Lady  Day  1899,  and  the  four  years  ended  Lady  Day  1903. 
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„  Durham        -                    -                168           „  '     „  Wilts            -          -          -          -  328 

„  Essex                                              174           „      „  Worcester      ....  334 

„  Gloucester     ....      180           „      „  York  (E.  Riding)       -          -          -  340 

„  Hereford                                            186           „      „  York  (N.  Riding)      -          -          -  344 

„  Herts  ....  190  „  „  York  (W.  Riding)  -  -  -  352 
„  Hunts           -          -          -  196 

„  Kent            ....      198           „      „  Anglesey        -          -          -          -  364 

„      „  Lancaster      ....      208           „      „  Brecknock     -          -          -          -  366 

„  Leicester       ....      220           „      „  Cardigan       ....  368 

„      „  Lincoln         ....      224           „      „  Carmarthen    -  370 

„  London         ....      230           „      „  Carnarvon     -          -          -          -  372: 

„  Middlesex      ....      242           „      „  Denbigh        -          -          -          -  374 

„      „  Monmouth     ....      244           „      „  Flint            ....  37t> 

„  Norfolk         ....      246           „      „  Glamorgan     -          -          -          -  378 

„      „  Northampton ....      254           „      „  Merioneth      ....  382- 

„  Northumberland       -          -          -      258           „      „  Montgomery  ....  384 

„  Nottingham                                       262           „      „  Pembroke      -          -          -  386 

„  Oxford                   ...     266          „      „  Radnor         ....  3g& 


APPLNDIX  No.  I. 
Handed  in  by  Mr.  Conoily.    (Q.  12.) 


CIRCULAR  and  MEMORANDUM  issued  by  the  Local  Government  Board  on  12th  December,  1898,  with  reference 
to  the  remuneration  of  Public  Vaccinators  and  Vaccination  Officers. 


Local  Government  Board, 
Whitehall,  S.W., 

12th  December,  1898. 
Sir, — I  am  directed  by  the  Local  Government  Board 
to  remind  the  Guardians  that  the  Vaccination  Act,  1898, 
and  the  Regula  tions  which  have  been  issued  by  the  Board 
under  the  provisions  of  that  Act,  come  into  operation  on 
the  1st  proximo,  and  to  impress  upon  the  Guardians  the 
necessity  for  their  proposals  with  regard  to  the  remunera- 
tion of  the  Public  Vaccinators  and  the  Vaccination 
Officers  of  the  Union  being  submitted  to  the  Board  at 
the  earliest  possible  date. 

In  reporting  the  Fees  proposed  to  be  paid  by  the  Guar- 
dians to  the  Public  Vaccinators  and  the  Vaccination 
Officers,  it  will  be  convenient  to  the  Board  if  the  enclosed 
forms  are  utilised  by  the  Guardians. 

The  forms  are  in  each  case  supplied  in  duplicate.  Both 
copies  when  duly  filled  up  should  be  forwarded  to  the 
Board.  If  the  proposals  are  approved  one  copy  of  each 
form  will  be  signed  on  behalf  of  the  Board  and  returned  to 
the  Guardians.  The  forms  relating  to  the  Public  Vac- 
cinators' fees  should  then  be  preserved  with  the  Vaccina- 
tion Contracts  to  which  they  relate. 

I  am  at  the  same  time  to  inform  the  Guardians  that  the 
Board  have  received  various  applications  for  advice  in 
regard  to  points  connected  with  the  remuneration  to  be 
assigned  under  the  Vaccination  Act,  1898,  and  a  Memor- 
andum on  the  subject  is  appended. 

I  am,  Sir, 

Your  obedient  Servant, 
H.  C.  Monro, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

The  Clerk  to  the  Guard ia.ns. 

Memorandum. 

1.  In  settling  the  fees  to  be  paid  to  Public  Vaccinators, 
it  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  amounts  specified  in 
Article  3  of  the  Vaccination  Order,  1898,  are  only  mini- 
mum fees.  Wherever  it  appears  to  be  necessary,  higher 
fees  can  be  agreed  upon  in  all  of  the  three  classes  of  cases 
there  mentioned.  In  agreeing  what  scale  of  fees  shall  be 
submitted  to  the  Board  for  their  approval,  it  will  be  for 
the  Guardians  and  the  Public  Vaccinator  to  consider  all 
the  circumstances  affecting  the  work  which  the  Public 
Vaccinator  will  be  called  upon  to  perform. 

2.  Specific  fees  should  be  agreed  upon  as  the  remunera- 
tion of  the  Public  Vaccinator  under  the  sub-heads  (a), 
(b),  and  (c),  of  Article  3  (1),  and  those  fees  should  cover 
all  the  services  of  the  Public  Vaccinator,  including  such 
duties  as  visits  to  the  homes  of  the  children  ,  attendances 
where  the  parent  refuses  to  permit  the  vaccination  to  be 


performed  ;  or  attendances  subsequent  to  vaccination  as 
provided  in  paragraph  6  of  the  Vaccination  Contract 
contained  in  the  First  Schedule  of  the  Order. 

3.  But  the  Board  recognise  that  circumstances  may 
render  it  desirable  in  some  districts  that  a  higher  fee  than 
the  prescribed  minimum  fee  should  be  paid  in  respect  of 
children  at  a  considerable  distance  from  the  Public  Vac- 
cinator's residence,  and  they  will  be  prepared  to  consider 
proposals  on  that  point. 

4.  A  fee  for  the  primary  vaccination  of  children  will 
only  be  payable  in  cases  of  vaccination  performed  by  the 
Public  Vaccinator  at  the  homes  of  the  children,  unless  the 
Board  have  issued  an  Order  under  the  circumstances 
contemplated  by  Section  7  of  the  Vaccination  Act,  1898, 
requiring  the  Guardians  to  provide  Vaccination  Stations 
and  dispensing  with  the  requirement  as  to  the  attendance 
of  the  Public  Vaccinator  at  the  homes  of  the  children. 

5.  Glycerinated  calf  lymph  will  be  supplied  gratis  by 
the  Board  to  Public  Vaccinators  for  the  vaccinations 
under  their  Contracts  after  the  1st  of  January,  1899. 

6.  It  is  proposed  that  the  system  of  inspection  of 
vaccination  by  Inspectors  of  the  Board  and  of  awards  to 
Public  Vaccinators  under  Section  5  of  the  Vaccination  Act, 
1867,  should  be  continued. 

7.  In  the  case  of  Vaccination  Officers  again  the  fees 
specified  in  the  Order  are  only  minimum  fees,  and  where 
the  circumstances  appear  to  require  it,  higher  fees  if 
approved  by  the  Board  may  be  fixed.  It  will  be  observed 
that  under  Article  20  of  the  Order  the  minimum  fee  in  the 
case  of  certificates  of  successful  vaccination  is  three  times 
the  minimum  fee  for  cases  included  in  the  Birth  Lists, 
and  the  Board  consider  that  where  fees  in  excess  of  the 
minimum  are  proposed  the  difference  between  the  two 
classes  of  fees  should  not  be  in  a  less  proportion. 

8.  The  fee  for  the  copying,  certifying,  and  transmission 
by  the  Vaccination  Officers  of  certificates  of  successful 
vaccination  in  the  cases  of  children  born  in  the  District 
of  another  Vaccination  Officer,  in  accordance  with  Article 
20  (1),  (c),  should  not  be  less  than  the  fee  for  the  registra- 
tion of  certificates  under  Article  20  (1),  (b). 

9.  The  Guardians  before  they  submit  to  the  Board 
their  proposals  as  regards  the  remuneration  of  the  Vac- 
cination Officer  should  inform  the  Vaccination  Officer  of 
the  scale  of  fees  proposed,  and  when  the  application  for 
the  Board's  sanction  is  made  it  should  be  stated  whether 
this  has  been  done,  and,  if  so,  on  what  date  and  whether 
any  objection  has  been  offered  by  the  Vaccination  Officer 
to  the  proposal.  A  copy  of  any  such  objection  should  be 
forwarded  to  the  Board. 

Local  Government  Board, 
December,  1898. 


Handed  in  by  Mr.  Conoily .    {Q.  27.) 


Vaccination  Officers— Scales  of  Fees. 


Scale. 

Number  of  Unions  paying  Scale 
throughout  Union. 

Number  of  Unions  paying  Scale 
in  part  of  Union. 

3d. 

9d. 

9d. 

166 

23 

/3d. 

9d. 

9d.  in  part  \ 

\4d. 

Is. 

Is.  in  remainder  J 

1 

Id. 

Is. 

Is. 

78 

22 

4fd. 

Is.  l£d. 

Is.  l£d. 

2 

5d. 

Is.  3d. 

Is.  3d. 

62 

22 

6d. 

Is.  6d. 

Is.  6d. 

145 

19 

7d. 

Is.  9d. 

Is.  9d. 

5 

3 

8d. 

2s. 

2s. 

9 

6 

9d. 

2s.  3d. 

2s.  3d. 

13 

3 

lOd. 

2s.  6d. 

2s.  6d. 

4 

1 

Is. 

3s. 

2 

4 

Is.  2d. 

3s.  6d. 

3s.  6d. 

1 

Is.  3d. 

3s.  9d. 

3s.  9d. 

Total 

486 

106* 

*  Of  this  total,  several  Unions  appear  under  more  than  one  scales 
The  total  number  of  Unions  paying  a  Scale  in  the  ratio  1:3:3  throughout  the  Union  is  525. 
Total  number  of  Unions  paying  a  Scale  in  the  ratio  1 : 3 : 3  in  part  of  Union  only  is  20. 

\m.  M 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


APPENDIX  No.  IIT. 


Handed  in  by  Mr.  Conolly.    (Q.  57.) 


MEMORANDUM  of  Resolutions  passed  and  Memorials  addressed  to  the  Lccal  Government  Board  by  Boards  of 
Guardians  and  other  Bodies  on  the  subject  of  the  cost  of  public  vaccination. 


The  various  means  suggested  in  these  Resolutions  and 
Memorials  with  a  view  to  the  reduction  of  the  cost  actu- 
ally falling  on  the  local  rates  may  be  ranged  under  four 
heads : — 

I.  — The  lowering  of  the  minimum  fees  payable  to 
the  Public  Vaccinators  and  Vaccination  Officers. 

II.  — The  reduction  of  the  number  of  persons  vacci- 
nated at  the  public  expense. 

III.  — The  augmentation  of  the  Contribution  from 
Imperial  sources. 

IV.  — The  payment  of  penalties  to  the  Common 
Fund  of  the  Union. 

Each  of  these  heads  except  the  last  is  subdivided,  and 
below  is  a  list  of  the  various  types  of  representation, 
together  with  the  number  of  supporting  Authorities. 

I. — Reduction  of  Fee. 

1.  General  or  specific  requests  for  reduction  of  fee : 

(a)  As  regards  both  public  vaccinators  and  vacci- 
nation officers  (189).  In  one  of  these  cases  the 
Resolutions  were  passed"  at  a  conference  of  Dele- 
gates from  Metropolitan  Boards  of  Guardians.  "  The 
Conference  was  attended  by  representatives  of  only 
10  of  the  31  Boards  in  the  Metropolis. 

(b)  In  addition,  as  regards  public  vaccinators  only 
(125).  Total  314,  which  comprises  all  the  Authorities 
making  representations  on  the  subject. 

2.  The  same  fee  should  be  paid  by  the  Guardians  to 
the  public  vaccinator  for  re-vaccinations  performed  at  the 
person's  home  as  for  those  performed  by  him  elsewhere  ; 
and  persons  requiring  him  to  re-vaccinate  them  at  their 
homes  should  pay  him  a  fee — apparently  to  represent 
travelling  expenses  (111). 

3.  Domiciliary  vaccination  should  be  abolished  and 
stational  vaccination  be  re-established,  with  consequent 
reduction  of  fees  to  public  vaccinators  and  vaccination 
officers  (53). 

4.  On  any  outbreak  of  smallpox  Boards  of  Guardians 
should  be  empowered  to  open  stations  at  which  all 
persons  intending  to  be  re-vaccinated  at  the  public 
expense  should  be  required  to  attend  ;  the  fee  payable  to 
the  public  vaccinator  in  respect  of  each  person  over  10 
years  of  age  not  to  exceed  2s.  6d.  (2). 

5.  The  fees  to  public  vaccinators  should  not  exceed  2s. 
for  primary  vaccinations  and  re-vaccinations  performed  at 
the  person's  residence  and  Is.  6d.  if  performed  else- 
where. (42). 

6.  The  present  minimum  fees  of  3d.  and  9d.  should  be 
the  fixed  rate  of  remuneration  for  vaccination  officers 
(39  included  in  the  42  under  subhead  5). 

N.B. — One  of  the  Bodies  supporting  5  and  6  was  a 
"  Conference  of  Delegates  from  Metropolitan 
Boards  of  Guardians "  at  which  17  of  the  31 
Metropolitan  Boards  were  represented. 

7.  The  present  fee  of  Is.  prescribed  by  Art.  3  (1)  (a)  of 
the  Vaccination  Order,  1898,  should  be  abolished,  the  (b) 
fee  should  be  reduced  to  3s.  and  the  (c)  to  Is.  6d.  (10,  in- 
cluding a  "  Conference  of  representatives  of  London  Unions 
and  Parishes, "  at  which  only  12  such  Unions  were  repre- 
sented). 


8.  The  provisions  of  the  Vaccination  Order,  1898,  as  to 
fees  to  public  vaccinators  should  be  revoked  and  the  new 
minimum  fees  should  be  (b)  2s.  6d.,  (c)  Is.  6d.  (106). 

9.  The  minimum  fees  for  public  vaccinators  should  be 
(a)  Is.,  (b)  and  (c)  2s.  6d.  for  every  successful  vaccination 
or  re-vaccination  wherever  performed.  (Association  of 
Poor  Law  Unions  in  England  and  Wales). 

II. — Reduction  in  number  of  Vaccinees. 

10.  The  Board  should  supply  their  vaccine  lymph  to 
every  registered  medical  practitioner  on  his  application, 
and  not  to  public  vaccinators  only  (108). 

The  suggestion,  here  is  that  lymph  of  manufacture 
other  than  the  Board's  is  found  inactive  or  otherwise  un- 
reliable and  that  public  confidence  in  the  general  superior- 
ity of  the  Board's  h'mph  is  such  that  many  persons,  as 
the  only  way,  and  solely  with  the  object  of  getting  vacci- 
nated with  this  lymph,  resort  to  the  public  vaccinator  for 
vaccination,  whereas  if  the  lymph  were  otherwise  obtain- 
able they  would  be  done  privately  without  cost  to  the 
rates. 

11.  All  persons  requiring  to  be  re-vaccinated  by  the 
public  vaccinator  should  procure  an  Order  from  the 
Relieving  Officer  (1)  or  by  signing  some  document  profess 
their  wish  to  be  done  at  the  public  expense. 

The  intention  of  these  proposals  is  to  compel  candi- 
dates for  public  vaccination  to  take  a  step  opposed  to  their 
amour  propre,  and  to  create  the  semblance  of  a  connection 
between  public  vaccination  and  poor  relief,  contrary  to 
Section  26  of  the  Vaccination  Act,  1867. 

12.  The  cost  of  vaccination  should  not  be  a  public 
charge  where  persons  are  able  to  defray  the  same  (1). 

III. — Imperial  Aid. 

13.  The  whole  (or  in  the  alternative  a  substantial  part) 
of  the  cost  of  public  vaccination  should  be  borne  by  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  (51). 

14.  Section  26  of  the  Local  Government  Act,  1888, 
fixing  a  basis  of  grant  in  respect  of  the  remuneration  of 
public  vaccinators  and  vaccination  officers  should  be 
amended  so  as  to  bring  and  keep  the  basis  up  to  date, 
and  the  grant  thereunder  should  be  increased  (90). 

The  fundamental  contention  in  these  cases  is  that 
public  vaccination  is  a  matter  of  imperial  and  not  merely 
local  concern,  and  therefore  the  charge  should  fall  on 
imperial  rather  than  on  local  resources. 

IV.—  Penalties. 

15.  All  penalties  imposed  under  the  Vaccination  Acts 
should  be  paid  over  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  Guardians 
and  not  to  the  the  Treasurer  of  the  County  as  at  present 

As  regards  this  Resolution  it  is  to  be  observed  that  the 
Vaccination  Acts  do  not  contain  any  direction  for  the 
payment  of  the  penalties  imposed  on  defaulters  to  any 
person  or  persons,  and  that  consequently,  in  accordance 
with  the  requirement  of  Section  31  of  the  11  and  12  Vict., 
c.  43  (Summary  Jurisdiction  Act,  1848),  these  sums  have 
to  be  paid  over  to  the  Treasurer  of  the  County.  This  is 
regarded  as  a  hardship  by  Boards  of  Guardians,  as  the 
cost  of  the  legal  Droceedings  taken  to  enforce  the  Vacci- 
nation Acts  fai  a  upuii  the  Common  Fund  of  the  Union. 

(Signed)  W.  W.  Conolly. 


APPENDIX.  !W 
APPENDIX  No.  IV. 
Handed  in  by  Mr.  Joseph  Brown.    (Q.  LG3.) 


Dewsbury  Union. 


AN  ACCOUNT  of  the  Payments  made  to  Medical  Officers  and  Public  Vaccinators,  for  the  Quarter  ended  30th  June,  1903. 


[Salary  and 

Salary  and 

Districts. 

Extra  Medi- 

Vaccination. 

Districts. 

Extra  Medi- 

Vaccination. 

cal  Fees. 

cal  Fees. 

£ 

£ 

£ 

£ 

Batley  .... 

17    3  0 

31    7  6 

Brought  forward 

70  18  4 

251    6  8 

Dewsbury  ...  - 

21    4  1 

116    4  2 

Morley  - 

16    9  10 

23  16  8 

Birstal  - 

5    7  3 

14  13  4 

Ravensthorpe 

3  13  7 

21    1  8 

Gomersal   ...  - 

4    7  4 

9    3  4 

Soothill  Nether  - 

3  13  6 

40  16  8 

Heckmondwike  -       -  - 

6    1  10 

7  16  8 

Soothill  Upper  -  - 

3  18  5 

15  16  8 

Liversedge  - 

8  16  5 

37    0  0 

Thornhill  .... 

6    7  8 

60    5  0 

Mirfield      -       -       -  - 

7  18  5 

35    1  8 

Ossett  .... 

7    9  5 

14    2  6 

Carried  forward  - 

70  18  4 

251    6  8 

Totals  £ 

112  10  9 

427    5  10 

28th  September,  1903.  Chas.  P.  Pickersgill,  Assist.  Clerk  to  Guardians. 


APPENDIX  No.  V. 
Handed  in  by  Mr.  Joseph  Brown.    {Q.  165.) 


Dewsbury  Union. 


RETURN  of  the  cost  of  Vaccination  for  the  following  Nine  Years  ended  at  Lady  Day  in  each  Year,  four  previous 
to  and  four  succeeding  the  Year  1899. 


Average  Annual  Amount  for  the  four  years  preceding  1899        -  £210  per  annum. 

Average  Annual  Amount  for  the  four  years  succeeding  1899       _____  £987 
Average  Increase  ________  £777 

Chas.  P.  Pickersgill,  Assist.  Clerk  to  Guardians, 

Dewsbmy. 


APPENDIX  No.  VI. 
Handed  in  by  Mr.  Joseph  Brown.    {Q.  200,  201,  202,  203,  and  282.) 


Corrected  particulars  respecting  the  number  of  births, 
primary  vaccinations,  and  persons  in  receipt  of  "  Out- 
door" relief  in  the  Township  and  the  Union  of  Dewsbury 
for  1902.  And  also  shewing  the  number  of  visits  paid  to 
pauper  patients  by  the  District  Medical  Officer  for  the 
Township  of  Dewsbury  during  that  same  year  in  further 
reply  to  questions  Nos.  200,  201,  232,  203,  and  282, 
addressed  to  me  at  the  sitting  on  Thursday,  1st  October 
inst.,  viz. : — 

Number  of  births  in  Dewsbury  township    -    -  636 
Union  -    -    -  4,262 

13th  October,  1903. 


Number  of  primary  vaccinations  in  township  -  101 
Union  -    -  1,967 
„         persons  in  receipt  of  "  Out-door  " 

relief  in  the  Dewsbury  township  616 
persons  in  receipt  of  }'  Out-door  " 

relief  in  the  Dewsbury  Union    -  3,155 
,,         personal  visits  paid  to  the  pauper 
patients    in  the   township  of 
Dewsbury  by  the  District  Medical 
Officer  (Dr.  Hall)     -----  2.040 


Joseph  Brown,  President  of  the  Poor  Law  Unions'  Association. 


160. 


92 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


APPENDIX  No.  VII. 

Additional  information  supplied  by  Mr.  F.  W.  Dimbleby  at  the  request  of  the  Committee.    (Q.  320  and  324). 


I  have  now  ascertained  that  the  fees  paid  to  Public 
Vaccinators  in  the  Richmond  Union  were  decided  upon 
by  the  Guardians  on  March  9th,  1899,  as  follows : — Under 
Article  3  (a),  2s.  3d. ;  (b),  6s.  9d. ;  (c),  2s.  Gd.  These 
fees  remained  in  force  throughout  the  Union  until  the 
Guardians  decided,  with  the  concurrence  of  the  Public 


Vaccinators,  on  June  12th,  1902,  that  they  should  be 
reduced  to  the  minimum  fees  allowed  by  the  Order ,  viz. : 
(a),  Is. ;  (b),  5s. ;  (c),  2s.  6d. 

The  following  table  gives  the  number  of  primary 
vaccinations  and  re- vaccinations  in  the  Richmond  Union 
in  the  eight  years  ended  at  Lady  Day,  1903  :— 


Richmond  Union. — Vaccination. 


Richmond  District. 

Mortlake  District. 

Barnes  District. 

Totals  for  the 
Union. 

Primary 
Vaccinations. 

Re- 
Vaccinations. 

Totals. 

Primary 
Vaccinations. 

Re- 
Vaccinations. 

Totals. 

Primary 
Vaccinations. 

Re- 
Vaccinations. 

Totals. 

Primary 
Vaccinations 

Re- 
Vac  cinations. 

Totals. 

Year  e 

ided  Lady  Day,  1896 

261 

1 

262 

108 

0 

108 

115 

117 

484 

3 

487 

1897 

227 

1 

228 

103 

0 

103 

110 

2 

112 

440 

3 

443 

1898 

257 

0 

257 

79 

0 

79 

91 

2 

93 

427 

2 

429 

1899 

208 

1 

209 

76 

0 

76 

75 

2 

77 

359 

3 

362 

1900 

295 

1 

296 

123 

0 

123 

136 

138 

554 

3 

557 

1901 

307 

117 

0 

117 

130 

554 

1902 

311 

2,391 

2,602 

214 

514 

728 

1,234 

4.564 

1903 

305 

323 

628 

146 

18 

164 

131 

46 

177 

582 

387 

969 

Where  no  figure  appears  the  Public  Vaccinators  are  unable  to  supply  the  detailed  information,  and  can  only  give 
the  totals. 


Handed  in  by  Mr.  Mallam.     (Q.  616.) 


Vaccination  Officers. 


Name  of  Union,  etc. 

Acreage  of 
Union. 

Number  of 
Births. 

Fees  paid  to  Vaccination  Officer. 

Birth 
Registration. 

Vaccination 
Certificates. 

s.  d. 

1.  Abingdon,  Urban  and  Rural  -       -       -  - 

55,000 

420 

0 

5 

1  3 

2.  Bradfield,  Rural  

62,000 

404 

0 

3 

1  6 

3.  Faringdon,  Urban  and  Rural  - 

65,000 

0 

3 

1  6 

30,000 

570 

0 

6 

1  6 

5.  Reading,  Urban  

59,000 

1,893 

0 

5 

1  3 

6.  Wantage,  Urban  

35,000 

J      500  | 

0 

3 

1  3 

41,000 

0 

3 

1  5 

7.  Windsor,  Urban  

86,000 

480 

0 

4 

1  0 

8.  Newport  Pagnall,  Rural  - 

72,000 

706 

0 

8 

2  0 

9.  Aylesbury,  Urban  and  Rural  - 

74,000 

583 

0 

3 

0  9 

170 

0 

6 

1  6 

11.  Wycombe,  Urban  and  Rural  -       -       -  - 

75,000 

0 

4 

1  0 

12.  Henley,  Rural  

59,000 

591 

0 

6 

1  6 

13.  Banbury,  Urban  and  Rural  - 

75,000 

0 

6 

1  6 

14.  Chipping  Norton,  Urban  and  Rural 

70,000 

0 

6 

1  6 

15.  Headington,  Urban  and  Rural  ... 

29,000 

850 

0 

3 

1  0 

16.  Grantham,  Urban  and  Rural ...  - 

105,000 

823 

0 

3 

0  9 

97,000 

2,300 

0 

3 

0  9 

APPENDIX. 
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APPENDIX  No.  IX. 

Handed  in  by  Mr.  Elsam.    (Q.  709.) 

RETURN  shewing  the  number  of  names  placed  on  Form  "H"  in  the  Kingston  Union  for  the  year  1902,  and  the 
number  vaccinated  by  the  Public  Vaccinator,  and  number  postponed  by  him  upon  his  visit;  also, 
the  number  who  refuse  vaccination ;  (that  is,  they  either  say  they  will  have  their  own  Doc  tor  or 
refuse,  and  in  some  cases  remove  between  the  visit  of  the  Vaccination  Officer  and  that  of  the  Public 
Vaccinator);  also,  the  area  of  each  Public  Vaccinator's  district  and  population  (census  1901). 


Name  of  Public  Vaccinator. 

Area. 

Population. 

No.  on 
Form  "  H." 

No.  Vacci- 
nated by 
P.V. 

No. 
Postponed 
by  P.  V. 

No.  of  refusals. 

Dr.  Coleman  - 

3,785 

17,099 

232 

97 

19 

116 

„    Powell-Evans  - 

-} 

113 

28 

6 

„    Brabyn  - 

3,700 

41  632  ^ 

167 

64 

5 

98 

„   Hemingway  - 

-J 

I 

451 

168 

22 

261 

„    Tyndale  - 
„    Howard  - 

:} 

3,350 

6,811  | 

66 
15 

35 

7 

3 

28 
6 

„  Senior 
„    Sully  - 

:} 

2,981 

4,986  | 

59 

25 
4 

6 

28 
3 

,,    Turner  - 

2,478 

2,335 

31 

21 

2 

„  Woodhouse 

2,094 

2,423 

16 

6 

1 

9 

„    Cowen  - 

1,888 

5,358 

69 

25 

7 

37 

„  Knox 

1,516 

6,034 

53 

32 

16 

„    Giinther  - 

1,315 

2,606 

32 

19 

3 

10 

„    Newton  - 

1,214 

14,038 

211 

105 

3 

103 

„    Donald  - 

1,114 

34,374 

609 

371 

51 

187 

Total 

25,433 

137,696 

2,131 

1,007 

135 

989 

18-10-03. 


W.    D.    Elsam,    Vaccination  Officer, 

Kingston  Union. 
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APPENDIX. 
APPENDIX  No.  XI. 
Handed  in  by  Mr.  Beston.    (Q:  1043.) 

Parish  of  Birmingham. 
Payments  to  Vaccination  Surgeon. 


Last  four  years  of  Old  Act  :■ 
£368 


Average  £372  15.  0. 


Average  £1,319  10.  0. 


Plus  the  payments  made  by  the  Local  Government 
Board  direct  to  Dr.  Robinson. 


APPENDIX  No.  XII. 

Handed  in  by  Mr.  Beston:    (Q.  1045). 

Tne'iollowing  show  the  results  of  Vaccination  in  the  Parish  of  Birmingham  for  the  last  three  years  of  Old  Act 
and  first  three  years  of  New  Act:— 


Year. 

Births. 

Vaccinations. 

Deaths. 

Unvaccinated. 

1896 

8,160 

6,319 

1,175 

666 

1897 

8,297 

6,223 

1,240 

834 

1898 

8,347 

5,900 

1,157 

1,290 

Total 

24,804 

18,442 

3,572 

2,790 

Showing  a  total  Vaccination  of  about  75  v  of  the  children  born  during  the  three  years  or  eliminating  those  who 
died  unvaccinated  about  88%  of  the  remainder. 


1899 
1900 
1901 


5,638 
5,471 
5,641 


16,750 


Died. 


1.439 
1,463 
1,283 


4,165 


Unvaccinated. 


1,521 
1,213 
1,120 


3,854 


Showing  a  total  Vaccination  of  about  66%  of  the  children  born  during  the  three  years  or  eliminating  those  who 
died  unvaccinated  about  81%  of  the  remainder. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


APPENDIX  No.  XIII. 
Handed  in  by  Dr.  H.  Langley  Browne.    (Q.  1194.) 
West  Bromwich  Union. 


Fear 
ended 
Lady- 

day. 

VACCINATION  OFFICER'S 
DISTRICT. 

Area    -    -    -    -    19,086  Acres. 
Population    -    -    -    -  172,176. 

Fees  (1874)   6d. 

„    (1898)    -   3d.,  9d.,  and  9d. 

Public  Vaccinator's  District. 
WEST   BROMWICH,  N.E. 

Area      ...    -    4,197  Acres. 
Population      ....  30,642. 
Fees  (1867)     -     Is.  6d.  and  Is. 
„     (1898)  -  Is.,  5s.,  and  2s.  6d. 

Public  Vaccinator's  District. 
WEST   BROMWICH,  S.W. 

Area  -    -    -   -    1,513  Acres. 
Population     -   -    -  34,530. 

Fees. 

Postages. 

Legal. 

Vaccination. 

Re-Vac- 
cination. 

Fees. 

Vac- 
cination. 

Re- Vac- 
cination. 

Fees. 

1896 

51  S  <4  ^ 

£j  s*6  ^ 

£   s.  d. 

268 

20  S<»  1) 

179 

£  s. 
13  9 

d. 
6 

1897 

35    6  6 

1    6  8 

119 

1 

8  19  6 

81 

6  1 

6 

1898 

27    4  8 

1    1  7 

42 

2 

3    5  0 

37 

2  15 

6 

1899 

66    6  6 

1    2  7 

57 

2 

5  16  0 

59 

5  2 

6 

180    2  2 

4  17  8 

Nil. 

486 

5 

38    2  6 

356 

27  9 

0 

1900 

237    6  6 

269 

104  16  6 

408 

149  4 

6 

1901 

175  12  9 

176 

63    0  0 

284 

122  6 

0 

1902 

191    4  0 

474 

180    1  0 

305 

123  10 

0 

1903 

231  17  3 

0  19  6 

550 

29 

180  10  0 

672 

80 

233  19 

6 

836    0  6 

Nil. 

0  19  6 

1,469 

29 

528    7  6 

1,669 

80 

629  0 

0 

Salary  as  District  Medi- 
cal Officer     -       -  £85. 


Year 
ended 
Lady- 
day. 

Public  Vaccinator's  District. 
HANDSWORTH. 
Area      -    -    -    -    7,680  Acres. 
Population   55,269. 

Public  Vaccinator's  District. 
WEDNESBURY. 

Population-    -    -    -    -  26,544. 

Public  Vaccinator's  District. 

OLDBURY. 
Arca  -    -    -    -    3,521  Acres. 
Population       -    -  25,191. 

1896 

Vac- 
cination. 

148 

Re -vac- 
cination. 

2 

Fees. 

£  s. 
11  4 

d. 
«) 

Vac- 
cination. 

91 

Re-vac- 
cination. 

Fees. 

£    s.  d. 
6  16  6 

Vac- 
cination. 

6 

Re- vac- 
cination. 

Fees. 

£    s.  d, 
0    9  0 

1897 

133 

4 

10  3 

6 

53 

3  19  6 

2 

0    3  0 

1898 

79 

1 

5  19 

6 

19 

1    8  6 

1899 

90 

1 

9  0 

0 

31 

2  18  6 

450 

8 

36  7 

0 

191 

Nil. 

15    3  0 

8 

Nil. 

0  12  0 

1900 

282 

120  1 

6 

497 

152    0  6 

901 

261  16  0 

1901 

432 

2 

161  17 

0 

368 

127    6  0 

179 

65  16  0 

1902 

338 

14 

138  1 

0 

337 

1 

115    1  6 

264 

2 

121  18  0 

1903 

780 

553 

332  18 

0 

465 

140 

170  15  6 

615 

130 

227  17  0 

1,832 

571 

752  17  6 

1,667 

141 

565    3  6 

1,959 

132 

677    7  0 

Salary  as  District  Medi 
cai  Officer  - 

£110. 

Salary  as  District  Medi- 
cal Officer     -       -  £75. 

Salary  as  District  Medi- 
cal Officer     -       -  £65. 

SUMMARY    OF  THE 


APPENDIX    No.  XVIi 
Compiled  by  Dr.  A.  E.  Cope.    [Q.  1,287.) 

REPLIES   TO   A   SERIES   OF   QUESTIONS   ADDRESSED    BY   THE   ASSOCIATION    OF   PUBLIC   VACCINATORS    OF    ENGLAND    AND    WALES   TO    THE   METROPOLITAN    PUBLIC  VACCINATORS. 


Bcthnal  Green 

No.  1  -    -  - 
No.  2  -    -  - 

CambTrwell 
&mbenvell  - 

Sth.  Peckhani 
Duhvich  -  • 

Fulham     -  - 

Nortb  -    -  ■ 

'kanorer  Sq. 
St^George's, 

Greenwich  - 

Hackly   ■  • 

S.  10   llaekli.  V 

Central    -  - 

Hackney   -  - 
Hanipstead  ■ 

H°'  2  '  ad  " 

Holbom    -  - 
Holborn    -  - 

Clerkenwell, 

Kensington  - 

No.  3  -   -  - 
Central    -  - 

North-    -  - 

South  •   -  - 

Le^shan?i*y  - 

Kennington, 
1,1  and  -2nd. 
and  Waterloo 

Eastern   -  - 

Lewisham  •  ■ 
Marylebone,  St. 

K*M  Hill  - 
St.Maryleboni 

(Annual).  I  (Annual). 


Paddlngton 
Paddington 


North  West 
Bromley  - 


and  Clapham 
Vandsworth 

Yandsworth™ 
and  Clapham 


Whitechapi 
Plumstead 

Nth.  Woolwich 


'    March  20- Sept.  2! 

l-'ill  visits,  300  >«, 
3-5  visits  per  case  va 

34  visits  per  case  va 


1,471  visits,  495  vaccinati 


one-tenth  of  the  < 


7,900  visits,  1,938  vi 
Over  3  visits  per  oase 


-',440  vi, its,  1.205  vaccination-, 
W5Cly1sitsf  2,580  vaccina 


|  Instruments,  &c.,£30tol 
-  £36:  Locum  tenons,  CV, 
I  to  £50  :  Secretary,  £100 J 


/  Ordinary,  £6  1 
{  Epidemic,  £27/ 
£120 

(6d.  visit  for  vaccinatio: 


{E^idS'flOo} 


Carriage 
f  £120 
1  In  .■pcl.-mi 


Private  receipts  ditnin- 
smceappoin  m 

£200  during  epidemic 


'  Could  make  about  as  m 
without  public  vaccii 
publio  v 
'Surveyor  of  Taxes  has  all,  me  I 


,tion  as  I  now  make  by 
['Practice  about  one- third 


Approximate  Time 
Clerical  Work. 


2  hours  a  day 


5,802 

8^358 
5,234 


15,033 
2,186 


2,075 
4,389 


11,821 

35,957 
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SUMMARY   OF   THE    REPLIES   TO    A   SERIES    OF    QU  VACCINATORS. 


Name 
of 


District 

of 
Union. 


H.  Lists 
.  (Annual). 


Requests 
Form  G. 
(Annual). 


Half- Year, 
Mar.-Sept.,  '03. 


Vacns. 
(/) 


Re-Vacns. 
(9) 


Camberwell  - 
Camberwell  - 
Chelsea  -    -  - 

Fulham  -  - 
St.  George's, 

Hanover  Sq. 
St.  George's, 

Hanover  Sq. 
Greenwich  - 
Hackney  - 
Hackney  - 
Hammersmith 
Hampstead 
Holborn  - 
Hoi  bom  - 
Holborn  - 


Kensington 
Kensington 


London,  City  - 
Lewisham  -  - 
Lewisham  -  - 
Marylebone,  St. 


Olaves,  St. 
Paddington 


Sth.  Peckham 
Dulwich 
Chelsea 


Belgrave  and 
Knightsbridge 
Greenwioh  - 
S.E.  Hackney 
Central  -  - 
No.  2  -  -  - 
Hampstead  - 
Holborn  -  - 
Finsbury  -  - 
Clerkenwell, 
1st. 


North  -    -  - 

South  -    -  - 

Kennington, 
1st  and  2nd, 
and  Waterloo 

Eastern  - 

Catford  - 

Forest  Hill 

St.  Marylebone 


3,116 
2,000 


1,900 
1,900 
1,483 


Strand  -  -  - 
Wandsworth 

and  Clapham 
Wandsworth 

and  Clapham 
Wandsworth 

and  Clapham 
Wandsworth 

and  Clapham 
Wandsworth 

and  Clapham 
Wandsworth 

and  Clapham 
Westminster 


Strand 
Streatham, 

No.  5. 
Battersea, 

No.  5. 
Wandsworth, 

No.  1. 
Tooting   -  - 

Streatham, 

No.  2. 
Clapham  -  - 


2,960 

1,600 

100-150 

737 

47 

2,925 

700 
1,458 

130 

350 

300 
732 

15 
36 

467 
6,500 

240 
3,290 

130 
300 

155 

7 

6  000 
1,898 

2,000 
1,509 

80 
200 

406 

3 

1,400 
1,250 

1,004 
751 

20 
120 

268 
314 

10 
18 

1,940 

1,100 

230 
685 

70 
6 
57 

456 
83 
129 

16 

235 
7 

1,000 

520 

63 

251 

11 

1,200 

832 

220 

511 

15 

736 

450 

532 

110 

80 

216 
179 

3 
8 

1,300 

900 

90 

349 

11 

600 

280 

120 

200 

1 

3,036 
2,250 

683 
1,358 

1,761 
489 

1,216 
744 

36 

24 
32 

22 

1,542    8  9 

2,111    2  2 

1,578  10  0 

1,968  10  0 

1,373    7  6 

2,084    6  10 

1,594  12  0 

1,213  17  6 

1,209    2  0 


2,652  0  0 
1,768  13  6 
2,938    9  6 


1,743  12  0 

917  16  8 

879  18  6 

7,385    0  0 


4-5     1,307    0  0 


7,90 
Over 


1,181  18  0 
1,857  19  0 


1,334  10  6 
2,716    8  G 


4|  years. 
4 1  years. 


£75,933  11 


or  at  the  rate 
of  4s.  8d.  as 
c  all  the  Duties  issuing  in  the 
ir  Re-Vaccination  of  One  Case. 
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APPENDIX. 
APPENDIX  No.  XVII. 
handed  in  by  Dr.  Drury.      (Q.  1389  and  1453.)^ 
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No.  of  Vaccinations  in  Small- 


No.  of  Primary 

No.  of  Primary 

Pox  Year, 

chiefly  1903. 

Name  of  Public  Vaccinators' 

Vaccinations 

Vaccinations 

Increase. 

District. 

in  1898. 

in  1900. 

Vaccinations. 

Primary. 

Keighley 

5 

131 

126 

412 

117 

Halifax 

10 

240 

230 

230 

284 

Bramley  (Leeds) 

58 

297 

239 

307 

156 

Hallam  (Sheffield)  

371 

621 

250 

1,283 

239 

Mirfield  

33 

186 

153 

209 

81 

Bradford  (East  Horton)  

"  Very  few." 

300 

_ 



200 

Leeds  (C.R.)  

103 

354 

251 

522 

1,063 

Dartford,  2B  

348 

505 

157 

934 

3,693 

Hebden  Bridge   

10 

155 

145 

232 

709 

Oldham 

61 

618 

557 

1,186 

409 

Blackburn,  No.  3  

41 

524 

483 

630 

577 

West  Derby  (Wavertree) 

308 

415 

107 

785 

1,319 

West  Derby,  B        . .  .... 

717 

1,100 

383 

2,079 

4,217 

Prestwich  (Harpurhey,  &c.) 

159 

524 

365 

825 

1,335 

Ghorlton,  9th  and  11th   

60 

105 

45 

461 

484 

Dukinfield 

16 

647 

631 

Bury  (Radcliffe)   

37 

399 

362 

406 

384 

Burnley  (Golne)       . .   

10 

417 

407 

456 

718 

Burnley  (East)   

27 

448 

421 

945 

1,789 

Rochdale  (Borough)  

25 

698 

673 

1,166 

696  {\  yr. x 

Gainsborough 

Nil. 

150 

150 

246 

Boston         . .       . .       . . 

29 

(1900)  282) 

(1901)  452/ 

— 

— 

— 

Darlaston 

73 

293 

220 



Coventry  (part) 

24 

790 

766 

1,478 

529 

Kidderminster   

193 

349 

156 

Luton  (Borough  and  District) 

0 

54 

54 

132 

*341 

West  Bromwich  (Wednesbury) 

19 

497 

478 

Stafford   

177 

291 

114 

Bloxwich  (Walsall)  

57 

528 

471 

716 

111 

Kettering,  No.  1 

11 

76 

65 

388 

304 

Biggleswade 

Nil. 

110 

110 

204 

209 

Leicester  (South) 

2 

76 

74 

314  yr.) 

526  {h  yr.; 

Nottingham!  N»E  

65 

762 

697 

1,152 

1,048 

Matlock   

60 

203 

143 

Derby,  No.  1  

55 

269 

214 

981 

247 

Basford  (Notts.)   

3 

329 

326 

Wolverhampton 

119 

527 

408 

589 

502 

Newport  (Christchurch) 

220 

367 

147 

465 

59 

Worcester  

211 

428 

217 

579 

253 

Clifton.. 

52 

194 

142 

321 

213 

Maidstone,  Nos.  1  and  2  

120 

398 

278 

1,108 

1,754 

Ton  bridge,  No.  1  

45 

326 

281 

329 

586 

Norwich  (East  and  West)  

48 

1,079 

1,031 

2,061 

1,599 

Newcastle-on-Tyne  (East)  

435 

900 

465 

843  (i  yr.) 

2,773  (i  yr.) 

Auckland 

232 

535 

303 

Chester  (City)   

392 

741 

349 

512  (J  yr.) 
609 

2,794  (J  yr.) 

Stockport  

239 

347 

108 

Croydon        . .   

442 

446 

4 

2,627  (1902) 

5,120  (1902) 

Leeds,  No.  3  . .   

No  return. 

No  return 

1,003 

620 

Swansea,  No  1 

685 

566 

972 

8,627 

100 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


APPENDIX  No.  XVIII. 
Handed  in  by  Dr.  Drury.    (Q  1437.) 
THE    ASSOCIATION   OP   PUBLIC   VACCINATORS    OF   ENGLAND   AND  WALES. 
Departmental  Committee  of  the  Local  Government  Board  on  Vaccination  Fees  and  Expenses. 
October,  1903. 


Extracts  from  shorthand  writers'  verbatim  reports  of 
proceedings  at  certain  meetings  of  public  vaccinators, 
and  copies  of  resolutions  relating  to  the  question  of 
fees. 

At  a  meeting  of  the  Public  Vaccinators  of  Glamorgan- 
shire (58  in  number),  held  at  the  Medical  Societies'  Offices, 
Cardiff,  on  the  6th  of  February,  1903,  Dr.  T.  Garrett 
Horder  in  the  chair — 

Dr.  Wyndham  Rendall,  of  Park  Street,  Bridgend, 
Glamorganshire,  said :  "In  my  own  district  I  have  to  go 
twice  a  certain  number  of  miles  for  a  less  fee  than  any  hack 
master  would  go  once,  and  that  was  always  on  the  sup- 
position that  I  vaccinated  a  child.  My  first  experience 
was  a  powerful  one.  I  had  to  go  eight  miles  in  one  of  the 
wettest  days  I  had  ever  known,  and  when  I  reached  the 
destination  it  was  felt  that  vaccination  was  not  required, 
and  I  drove  eight  miles  and  back  for  Is.  I  think 
we  should  be  paid  a  fee  if  after  we  have  made  the  journey 
vaccination  is  required  or  not."  .  .  .  "  I  consider  that  we 
should  receive  higher  fees  for  making  such  journeys  (i.e., 
higher  fees  for  the  operation  at  long  distances),  also  fees  for 
(1)  writing  of  notices ;  (2)  for  writing  to  the  Local 
Government  Board  for  lymph  ;  (3)  for  returning  the  lymph 
when  it  was  not  required,  and  (4)  the  writing  out  of  certifi- 
cates, etc.  All  these  things  should  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration." 

Dr.  T.  F.  Roche,  of  Dinas  Powis,  near  Cardiff,  said  :  "  I 
think  Is.  a  miserably  low  sum.  I  have,  myself,  a 
very  large  country  district  to  cover,  and  perhaps  I  will 
travel  four  or  five  miles  and  there  will  be  no  vaccination  at 
the  end  of  it.  The  question  of  mileage  should  be  taken 
into  serious  account." 

No  resolution  upon  the  subject  of  fees  was  submitted  at 
this  meeting. 

At  a  meeting  of  the  Public  Vaccinators  of  the  West 
Riding  of  Yorkshire  (209  in  number),  held  at  the  Hotel 
Metropole,  Leeds,  on  Saturday,  the  21st  February,  1903, 
Dr.  A.  T.  Bacon  in  the  chair — 

Dr.  Kemp,  of  Horbury,  said  :  "In  the  Wakefield  Union 
the  fees  have  been  reduced  a  little  .nnce  they  first  began. 
They  are  now  5s.,  6s.,  and  7s.  6d.,  with  Is.  notification 
fee.  I  have  about  the  worst  district  in  the  Wakefield 
Union.  My  largest  fee  is  7s.  6d.,  and  I  frequently  go  seven 
miles.  Sometimes  I  vaccinate  one  child,  and  sometimes 
two  or  three  children.  In  one  case,  which  was  unsuc- 
cessful three  times — it  was  the  only  case  of  the  kind  which 
I  had  had  for  years — I  travelled  seventy-six  miles  for 
Is.  6d." 

Dr.  Bond,  of  Brighouse,  said  :  "In  my  Union  I  have 
to  make  repeated  and  fruitless  journeys,  and  to  send  out 
five  or  six  notices." 

Dr.  Rutherford,  of  Shipley,  said  :  "  We  have  all  to  con- 
tend with  that  kind  of  thing  more  or  less.  I  have  in  mind 
one  case  where  I  had  to  pay  twelve  visits  before  I  was  able 
to  vaccinate.  In  certain  districts  one  cannot  possibly 
vaccinate  under  four  or  five  visits." 

Dr.  Blair,  of  Goole,  said :  "  In  my  district  I  have  to 
travel  two  miles  out  and  two  miles  back,  and  accept  the 
minimum  fee." 

It  was  resolved  :  "  That  the  minimum  fees  cannot  be 
fairly  reduced,  and  that  in  many  country  districts  they  are 
inadequate  on  account  of  the  distance  to  be  covered." 

At  a  meeting  of  the  Public  Vaccinators  of  North  and 
East  Devon  (57  in  number),  held  at  the  Royal  Devon  and 
Exeter  Hospital,  on  Friday,  the  27th  of  February,  1903, 
Dr.  J.  Somer  in  the  chair — 

It  was  resolved  :  "  That  the  minimum  fees  cannot  be 
fairly  reduced,  and  in  many  districts  they  are  inadequate 
to  the  distance  to  be  covered." 

At  a  meeting  of  the  Public  Vaccinators  of  South  Devon 
and  North  Cornwall  (57  in  number),  held  at  the  Plymouth 
Medical  Societies'  Rooms,  Plymouth,  on  Saturday,  the 
28th  of  February  1003,  Dr.  T.  Jackson  (Medical  Council) 
in  the  chair — 

Dr.  W.  Hammond,  Stuart  House,  Liskeard,  said  : 
"  There  ought  to  be  a  mileage,  taking  the  minimum  fee. 
for  vaccination   and  certificate  as  it  is,  and  after  that 


a  mileage — say  about  two  miles.  .  .  .  There  was 
one  very  curious  case  eleven  miles  from  my 
house.  I  sent  the  notice,  as  usual,  and  having  no  answer, 
I  went  out  three  days  after.  The  child  had  been  removed 
to  a  friend's  house  just  over  the  border  and  had  died  sud- 
denly. An  inquest  had  been  held,  and  the  consequence 
was  the  registration  officer  had  not  had  notice  of  the 
death,  so  I  went  out  eleven  miles  and  came  back  eleven 
miles,  and  had  Is.  for  it." 

Dr.  J.  Snowden  Smith,  of  Tavistock,  said :  "  A  col- 
league of  mine  at  Tavistock,  whose  vaccination  district 
crosses  the  moors  for  over  twenty  miles,  in  a  particular 
case,  the  other  day,  travelled  eighty  miles  to  vaccinate  one 
child  and  inspected  for  the  sum  of  9s.,  and  he  had  to  pay 
12s.  for  horse  hire  when  he  got  to  a  place — Postbridge — to 
enable  him  to  get  across  to  the  house  where  the  child  lived." 

Dr.  Hammond,  of  Liskeard,  said  :  "  I  had  to  go  seven 
miles  to  a  case,  and  had  to  do  it  three  times,  and  then  I  only 
got  Is. — that  is  three  time's  fourteen,  and  only  got  Is.  : 
because  the  child  was  insusceptible,  I  got  no  fee.  It  is 
not  the  only  time  I  have  had  it  happen." 

Dr.  Gill,  of  East  Hill  St.,  St.  Germans,  said :  "  I  have 
kept  a  very  accurate  account  for  twenty-three  years  of 
what  it  costs  me  to  get  about.  I  do  it  as  economically  as 
I  can.  I  buy  all  my  stuff  from  the  farmers,  and  it  has  cost 
me  for  the  last  twenty-three  years  about  5|d.  and  a  small 
fraction  every  mile,  and  I  go  about  5,000  miles  a  year. 
That  ought  to  be  a  very  fine  guide  in  estimating  what  it 
costs  one  to  get  at  one's  cases.  Personally  my  cases 
average  about  three  and  a  quarter  miles  from  my  house, 
and  I  am  paid  a  fee  of  7s." 

Dr.  Noy  Scott,  of  Elmsleigh,  Plymstock,  near  Plymouth, 
said  :  "  Rather  than  have  mileage,  a  good  plan  would  be 
to  adopt  a  plan  such  as  the  Plympton  St.  Mary  Rural 
Board  adopt — to  give  a  fee  for  under  a  mile  and  a  fee  for 
over  a  mile.  Things  would  work  out  very  well.  I  get  6s. 
for  under  a  mile  and  10s.  beyond  a  mile.  I,  like  the  pre- 
vious speaker,  have  a  district  where  I  am  paid  by  mileage, 
and  in  only  one  case  have  I  had  any  dispute." 

Dr.  Rentzsch,  of  Lumbley  Park,  Bude,  said  :  "  I  think 
we  really  ought  to  have  for  distance  an  extra  fee  of  some 
kind.  My  district  runs  very  nearly  twelve  miles.  I  fre- 
quently do  that  and  get  Is.  For  three  miles  we  really 
ought  to  get  more  than  5s." 

It  was  resolved  :  "  That  the  minimum  fees  cannot  be 
fairly  reduced,  and  in  many  country  districts  are  inade- 
quate on  account  of  the  distance  to  be  covered,  and  that 
an  additional  minimum  fee  of  Is.  per  mile  should 
be  paid  for  each  journey  over  two  miles  for  each  mile 
or  part  of  a  mile." 

At  a  meeting  of  the  Public  Vaccinators  of  Dorset  (51 
in  number),  held  at  Hotel  Burdon,  Weymouth,  on  Satur- 
day, the  11th  of  April,  1903,  Dr.  J.  M.  R.  Philpots  in 
the  chair — 

Dr.  Rendall,  of  Maiden  Newton,  near  Dorchester, 
said  :  "  My  district  is  about  four  and  a  half  or  five  miles. 
I  should  say  that  generally  the  area  of  most  districts  is 
about  five  miles." 

Dr.  T.  W.  W.  Bovey,  of  the  Vicarage,  Abbotsbury, 
said :  "  I  have  a  much  larger  distance  to  travel.  I  have 
two  districts,  one  in  the  Dorchester  Union,  which  by 
carriage  road  to  my  furthest  point  is  over  seven  miles, 
but  by  walking  along  by-tracks  it  is  four-and-a-half  or 
five  miles.  And  the  fees  paid  by  the  Dorchester 
Union  are  very  inadequate  considering  the  expense  of 
travelling — the  hills  are  so  bad.  Every  case  I  do  is  over 
three  miles  from  my  house,  so  that  I  get  the  maximum 
fee  allowed  by  the  guardians,  10s.  6d, — 2s.  6d.  for  the 
birth  and  8s.  for  the  mileage.  In  the  next  Union,  the 
Weymouth,  which  is  a  larger  area,  the  furthest  distance 
is  only  about  six  miles.  I  get  only  7s.  6d.  and  Is.  birth 
fee,  making  8s.  6d.  What  seems  to  me  so  very  funny  is 
that  the  Local  Government  Board  should  fix  one 
minimum  and  allow  other  Unions  rather  more  fees.  Why 
can  they  not  fix  a  more  or  less  uniform  scale  ?  " 

Dr.  Lawson,  of  Portland,  said :  "  My  district  is  four 
miles  long  and  two  broad,  and  I  live  at  the  extreme  north 
end.  ...  I  get  nothing  more  than  5s.  and  Is." 
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Dr.  Bovey  said :  "  The  Admiralty  allow  mileage  for 
coastguards  always." 

It  was  resolved :  "  That  the  minimum  fees  cannot  be 
fairly  reduced,  and  in  many  country  uistricts  they  are 
inadequate  on  account  of  the  distance  to  be  covered  ;  and 
that  an  additional  minimum  fee  of  Is.  per  mile  should 
be  paid  on  each  journey  over  two  miles  for  each  mile  or 
part  of  a  mile." 

At  a  meeting  of  the  Public  Vaccinators  of  Buckingham- 
shire (44  in  number),  held  at  the  Bucks  County  Hospital, 
Aylesbury,  on  the  2nd  of  June,  1903,  Dr.  Charles  Hooper 
of  Aylesbury,  in  the  chair — 

It  was  resolved :  "  That  the  minimum  fees,  as  laid 
down  by  the  Local  Government  Board,  should  be  main- 
tained." 

At  a  meeting  of  the  Public  Vaccinators  of  Berkshire 
(49  in  number),  held  at  the  Royal  Berks  Hospital,  Read- 
lug,  on  the  15th  of  June,  1903,  Dr.  Arnold  Thomson  in 
the  chair — 

It  was  resolved :  "  That  this  meeting  is  of  opinion 
that  in  many  districts  the  minimum  fees  are  inadequate 
and  ought  to  be  increased,  but  that  the  scale  of  fees,  as 
originally  ordered  by  the  Vaccinations  Acts  and  Orders, 
should  not  in  any  case  be  reduced." 

It  was  also  resolved :  "  That  Public  Vaccinators  ought 
to  be  paid  for  vaccinating  casuals  at  workhouses  at  the 
request  of  the  Guardians,  although  no  subsequent  inspec- 
tion may  be  practicable." 

At  a  meeting  of  the  Public  Vaccinators  of  South  and 
West  Cornwall  (46  in  number),  held  at  the  Royal  Hotel, 
Truro,  on  Wednesday,  the  17th  of  June,  1903,  Dr.  Rat- 
•eliffe-Gaylard  in  the  ehair,  the  opinion  of  the  meeting 
with  regard  to  the  scale  of  fees  was  that  in  this  district 
the  fees  were  not  unsatisfactory,  and  therefore  the  resolu- 
tion was  unnecessary. 

Dr.  Limont,  of  Veryan,  said  :  "  That  the  registrar  in 
his  district  had  received  a  communication  from  the  Local 
Government  Board  in  the  form  of  an  instruction  that  the 
Public  Vaccinator's  name  must  not  now  be  printed  in 
red  ink  on  the  vaccination  papers  issued  to  parents  by  the 
registrar,  but  that,  if  necessary,  the  name  and  address 
may  be  printed  on  a  separate  slip." 

It  was  resolved :  "  That  the  alteration  will  tend  to 
hamper  the  work  of  the  Public  Vaccinator  rather  than  to 
help  him." 

At  a  meeting  of  the  Public  Vaccinators  of  Middlesex 
(43  in  number),  held  at  the  offices  of  the  Medical  Defence 
Union  on  the  17th  of  June,  1903,  Dr.  Parrot  in  the  chair- 
It  was  resolved :  "  That  the  minimum  fees  cannot  be 
fairly  reduced,  and  that  in  many  country  districts  they 
are  inadequate  on  account  of  the  distance  to  be  covered." 

At  a  meeting  of  the  Public  Vaccinators  of  the  county 
of  Kent  (120  in  number),  held  at  the  offices  of  the  Medical 
Defence  Union  on  the  1st  July,  1903,  Dr.  A.  Maude  in 
the  chair — 

It  was  resolved  :  "  That  in  the  opinion  of  this  meeting 
the  minimum  fees  in  many  districts  are  inadequate  and 
ought  to  be  increased,  and  that  the  scale  of  fees,  as  origin- 
ally fixed  by  the  Vaccination  Act  and  Orders,  should  not 
in  any  case  be  reduced,  and  that,  moreover,  in  each  case 
of  postponement  capitation  fees  should  be  paid  again." 

At  a  meeting  of  the  Public  Vaccinators  of  Bedfordshire 
and  Huntingdonshire  (39  in  number),  held  at  Rothsay 
Place,  Bedford,  on  Thursday,  the  5th  August,  1903,  Dr. 
R.  H.  Coombs  in  the  chair — 

It  was  resolved :  "  That  it  is  desirable  in  order  to 
secure  to  the  community  the  protective  influence  of  vac- 
cination and  of  re-vaccination  that  the  administration 
of  the  Vaccination  Acts  should  be  carried  out  by  a  central 
authority  such  as  the  Local  Government  Board  ;  that 
a  security  of  tenure  and  the  right  to  superannuation 
should  be  strongly  advocated ;  and  that  an  adequate 
scale  of  fees,  especially  in  rural  districts,  where  long 
distances  have  to  be  traversed,  should  be  upheld." 

At  a  meeting  of  the  public  vaccinators  of  the  County 
of  Hertfordshire  (51  in  number),  held  at  St.  Albans  on 
the  11th  September,  1903,  Dr.  Lovell  Drage  in  the  chair- 
It  was  resolved  :  "  That  the  fee  should  not  be  less  than 
the  minimum  5s,  with  mileage,  and  that  the  visiting  fee 
should  not  be  less  than  one-third  of  5s." 
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At  a  meeting  of  the  Public  Vaccinators  of  Lancashire 
(183  in  number),  held  at  the  Hall  of  the  Manchester 
Chartered  Accountants'  Society,  Manchester,  on  Tuesday, 
the  6th  October,  1903,  Dr.  S.  Woodcock,  J.P.,  in  the 
chair — 

The  Chairman  said  :  "I  have  a  letter  here  from  Dr. 
Dunn,  of  Preston,  who  says,  in  a  passage  which  I  will  read 
to  you,  '  The  amount  of  persuasion  that  people  require, 
the  taunts  and  insults  the  Public  Vaccinator  receives  on 
his  rounds,  and  then  all  the  clerical  work  that  has  to  be 
done,  makes  the  life  of  a  Public  Vaccinator  by  no  means 
a  happy  one.'  I  think  that  is  perfectly  true.  We  all 
know  there  is  a  great  deal  of  clerical  work,  which  is  gener- 
ally distasteful  to  a  professional  man,  and  it  is  not  an 
agreeable  thing  to  go  as  vaccinators  to  the  houses  of 
certain  people.  ...  I  have  been  a  Public  Vaccinator 
for  nearly  forty  years,  I  think,  and  I  suppose  I  am  subject 
to  twenty-eight  days'  notice.  .  .  .  With  regard  to  the 
scale  of  fees,  I  think  that  the  minimum  fees  already 
allowed  are  quite  as  small  as  they  ought  to  be  for  the 
amount  of  work  which  has  to  be  done." 

Dr.  Chadwick,  of  Milnrow,  member  of  the  Lancashire 
County  Council,  and  member  of  the  Public  Health  Com- 
mittee of  the  Council,  said  :  "  We  are  only  supposed  to 
pay  two  visits,  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  in  many  cases  we 
pay  three,  four,  five,  or  six.  I  have  found  that  when  I 
send  notices  to  go  to  a  house  I  find  the  people  out,  and  I 
have  been  told,  on  many  occasions,  that  this  has  not  been 
accidental,  but  by  design,  and  purposely  to  give  us  more 
trouble.  I  have  several  times  had  to  go  to  some  most 
inaccessible  case  in  my  scattered  district,  a  place  to  which 
there  was  no  real  road,  except  by  balloon,  and  I  have  had 
to  go  for  the  sum  of  Is.,  and  it  has  been  accompanied  by 
insult." 

Dr.  Clemmey,  of  Bootle,  said  :  "  My  experience  of  re- 
vaccination  is,  that  if  you  have  to  call  at  the  house  you 
have  to  go  in  the  evening  after  the  people  have  come 
home.  During  the  last  twelve  months  I  have  had  almost 
1,000  re-vaccinations.  I  put  it  that  in  the  case  of  re- 
vaccination  at  the  person's  home,  there  is  far  more  trouble 
in  calling  and  getting  hold  of  the  people  who  are  small-pox 
contacts,  than  there  is  in  getting  hold  of  the  people's 
children.  ...  If  it  is  an  instance  of  a  child  going  to 
school,  you  have  an  intimation  from  the  parent  who  desires 
you  to  call  at  the  house,  and  when  you  call  there  they 
say  that  the  child  is  at  school,  and  you  have  to  call  again. 
Then  again,  there  is  the  case  of  a  person  who  is  employed 
on  the  railway,  or  in  his  own  business,  and  who  does  not 
get  home  until  six  or  seven  o'clock.  I  have  been  as  late 
as  half-past  ten  even,  and  many  evenings  I  have  had  to 
call  at  this  house.'' 

It  was  resolved  :  "  That  the  fees  remain  as  they  are, 
and  that  there  should  be  no  reduction." 

At  a  meeting  of  the  Public  Vaccinators  of  Worcester- 
shire and  Herefordshire  (93  in  number),  held  at  the  Hop 
Market  Hotel,  Worcester,  on  the  7th  of  October,  1903, 
Dr.  Martin  in  the  chair — 

It  was  resolved  :  "  That  the  mimimum  fees  could  not 
be  fairly  reduced,  and  in  many  country  districts  they 
are  inadequate  on  account  of  the  distances  to  be  covered, 
and  that  an  additional  minimum  fee  of  Is.  a  mile  should  be 
paid  for  each  journey  over  two  miles  for  each  mile  or 
part  of  a  mile." 

"  That  the  minimum  registration  fee  should  be  in- 
creased to  2s.  6d." 

At  a  meeting  of  the  Public  Vaccinators  of  West  Suffolk 
(29  in  number),  held  in  the  Board  Room  of  the  West 
Suffolk  General  Hospital,  on  the  15th  October,  1903, 
Dr.  Kilner  in  the  chair — 

It  was  resolved  :  "  That  the  minimum  fees  could  not 
be  fairly  reduced,  and  in  many  country  districts  they  are 
inadequate  on  account  of  the  distance  to  be  covered." 

"  That  there  should  be  an  extra  fee  for  cases  of  over 
three  miles  distance,  and  that  the  amount  of  all  fees 
should  be  fixed  by  Government,  and  not  by  the  Boards 
of  Guardians." 

Note.  —  Verbatim  reports  of  proceedings  were  only  taken 
at  meetings  of  the  Public  Vaccinators  of  Glamorgan- 
shire, Yorkshire,  South  Devon  and  North  Cornwall, 
Dorsetshire  and  Lancashire.  At  every  meeting  several 
questions,  other  than  the  question  of  fees,  were  discussed. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  I 
APPENDIX    No.  XIX. 


Compiled  by  Dr.  Drury  (Q.  1452.) 


SUMMARY  and  ANALYSIS  of  Duly  Certified  Replies  to  the  following  Questions  received  from  290  Public  Vaccinatoes  w 
Urban  Districts. 

I.    (a)  The  Number  of  Births  per  annum  in  the  Districts  ? 
(6)  The  Number  of  Cases  per  Annum  on  Form  H  ? 

(c)  The  Number  of  Requests  per  Annum  for  the  Public  Vaccinator  to  call  to  Vaccinate  not  on  Form  H  ? 
II.    The  Average  Number  of  Visits  made  to  secure  each  Primary  Vaccination  ? 

III.  The  Average  Time  Occupied  in  purely  Clerical  Work  ? 

IV.  The  Expenses  incurred  by  each  Public  Vaccinator  in  Working  under  the  New  Act  ? 

(a)  For  Dressings.    (6)  For  Postages,    (c)    For  Travelling,    (d)  By  Loss  of  Practice. 

V.  The  Amount  of  Work  done  for  which  no  Remuneration  is  Received. 


(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

 « 

Number  of  Births  per  Annum 
in  290  Urban  Districts.'^  t 

Number  of  Cases  on  Form  H 
per  Annum  in  290  Urban 
Districts. 

Number  of  Requests  to 
Vaccinate  per  Annum  in  290 
Urban  Districts. 

Note.— Many  Public  Vaccina-  1 
tors  point  out  that  the  number  of  1 
"  requests  "  to  Vaccinate  is  in- 

L 

212,791. 
Average  730. 

131,893. 
Average  430. 

28,975. 
Average  99. 

creasing.     In  21    Districts  the 
number  of  requests  is  larger  than 
the  number  on  Form  H,  but  in  a 
large  proportion  of  the  District-, 
the  requests  are  not  numerous. 

II. 

Average  Number  of  Visits 
made  to  secure  each 
Primary  Vaccination. 

3J  to  4. 

III. 

Average  Time  occupied  in 
Purely  Clerical  Work. 

10  to  15  minutes  each  case. 

IV. 

Expenses  Incurred  in  Working  under  the  New  Act. 

(a)  ■ 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

For  Dressings,  etc. 

For  Postage. 

For  Travelling. 

By  Loss  of  Practice. 

An  Average  of  fid.  for 
each  Case. 

Very  few  Guardians  pay 
Postage  on  Form  I. 

No  means   of  calculating 
an  Average,    but   it  is 
undoubtedly  considerable 
in  amount. 

In  no  less  than  151  of  the  replies, 
it  is  stated  that  the  discharge  of 
the  duties  of  Public  Vaccinator  ha* 
involved  loss  of  practice.    In  se- 
veral cases  the  amount  is  stated  to 
be  from  £200  to  £300  per  annum, 
in  many  cases  £100  and  upwards. 

V. 

Cases  for  which  no 
Remuneration  is  received. 

Unsuccessful  Cases. 
These  are  now  quite  rare, 
but  in    1899,    a  large 
amount    of    work  was 
done  by  Public  Vaccina- 
tors, for  which  there  was 
no  remuneration  owing 
to  inefficient  lymph. 

Nearly  all  the  290  replies 
refer  to  the  very  large 
number  of  repeated  visits, 
etc.,  made.     These  are 
fullv  detailed  in  Answer 
1389  of  Dr.  Drury's  evi- 
dence before  the  Depart- 
mental Committee. 

MEMORANDUM  of  the  REASONS  usually  Assigned  for  Refusing  Vaccination  in  the  Districts  of  320  Public 
Vaccinators  in  Urban  Districts. 


Reason  Assigned. 

Number  of  Districts  in  which  such  Reason  is  usually  Assigned. 

Objection  to  more  than  one  or 
two  Marks. 

173  Public  Vaccinators  state  this  as  the  chief  reason  assigned  where 
their  services  are  declined,  and  that  Preference  is  given  in  those  cases  for 
Medical  Men  who  make  one  Mark  at  a  charge  of  6d.  or  Is.  in  many  cases. 

Vague  statements  that  ill  effects  may  follow 

Vaccination. 
Also  that  Vaccination  does  no  good. 

77  Public  Vaccinators  mention  these  reasons,  which  are  also  included 
in  the  replies  of  some  of  the  above. 

70  Public  Vaccinators  state  that  they  meet  with  practically  no  opposition. 

A  large  number  refer  to  diminished  opposition  under  the  improved 
conditions  of  the  present  Act,  even  in  districts  where  opposition  was  formerly 
very  strong. 

APPENDIX.  103 
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Handed  in  by  Dr.  Maude.      (Q-  1649.) 


TABLE  OF  FIGURES  illustrating  the  Decline  of  Vaccination  prior  to  the  Act  of  1898,  and  the  effect  of 

Re-vaccination  and  Default  on  the  subsequent  Expenditure. 
The  figures  are  taken  from  the  certified  returns  collected  by  the  Public  Vaccinators'  Association. 
33  Districts  of  Unions  in  all  parts  of  England  and  Wales  have  been  taken  without  especial  selection  from  a 

large  body  of  returns. 


NUMBER  OF  RE- VACCINATIONS  (WHEN  ANY  HAVE  BEEN  PERFORMED )  IN  BRACKETS. 


UNION 
OR  DISTRICT. 

1896. 

1897. 

1898. 

1899. 

1900. 

1901. 

1902. 

1903. 
(Tnree 
nurters.) 



King's  Norton  . 
(Edgbaston) 

53 
7  19  0 

46 
6  18  0 

33 
4  19  0 

95 
23  15  0 

93 

89 
26  14  0 

145 

(282) 
92    5  0 

(74) 



Holbeach  .. 

£ 

5  15  6 

40 
4    2  6 

26 
1  14  6 

80 

15  18  8 

21  16  0 

69 
23  15  6 

78 

51  15  6 

Appeal  lias  In  en  made  to  Local  tioveru- 

Lutterworth 

£ 

2  18  0 

16 

19 
3    3  0 

23 

17  10  0 

54 

13  15  0 

54 

10    0  0 

45 
14  12  6 



St.  Columb  Major 
(Newquay) 

4  15  0 

3  17  0 

28 
3    0  6 

40    0  0 

48    0  0 

87    0  0 

Births  about  110. 

Average  of  Form  H  per  year    . .  72 

„         request  50 

Houghton 
Le  Spring 

13    0  0 

106 
10   0  0 

10    0  0 

94 
15    0  0 

100 
25    0  0 

23    0  0 

109 

Fall  slight  but  steady  from  1896  to  1899. 
followed  by  slow  recovery  in  numbers. 

Bradford-on-Avon 

53 
9    5  6 

31 

6 

13   3  0 

52 
(C) 
20    4  6 

28 
(3) 
11  19  6 

38 
(18) 
25   3  6 

- 

Fees  from  1899  are  exclnsive  of  Fee  for 
Form  H. 

Gl»n£ordBiigg  .. 

(Barnetby)  ^ 

7   0  0 

5   0  0 

4    0  0 

4   0  0 

46 
IS    0  0 

61 

37 

19   ii  0 

Number  of  vaccinations  previous  to  Act 
not  available. 

Average  births  about  140. 

Rochester.. 

£ 

3    3  0 

3    9  0 

16  12  0 

77 

19    2  6 

18  12  0 

67 
19    1  0 

In  1902  there  were  13  re-vaccinations : 
no  other  year  more  than  4. 

Malton     . . 
(Bulmer) 

40 

4  10  0 

42 
10  12  2 

12    5  0 

38 
12    7  0 

32    2  6 

Rise  in  1902  due  to  97  re-vaccinations. 

1903  37 

Bootle 

4  11  6 

34 

3    6  0 

3    7  6 

24 

16    4  0 

33    0  0 

27 

18    9  6 

*  Vaccinations  under  New  Act  5. 
Re-vaccinations  (2s.  0<I.)  in  iihi-j,  ;«  in 
number :  no  other  year  more  than  3. 

Aleester   . . 

No  re 

turnavai 

aide.  £ 

42 

14  14  0 

140 
53    0  0 

140 
48  10  0 

53  19  0 

Number  of  re-vaccinations  only  4  in  19112. 
Fees,  under  (Hd  Act,        0d,'  over  two 
miles  ;  at  home,  2s. 

Thingoe    . . 

16  13  0 

17  14  0 

93 

15    9  0 

1C    7  0 

26  13  0 

93 
43  17  6 

(575 R.) 
175    S  6 

97 

30    5  0 

*  Serious  outbreak  of  small-pox. 

Dartford  . . 
(Farningham) 

115 

13    8  0 

91 

10  13  0 

93 

11  18  6 

122 
19  12  6 

128 

108 

170 
R.  1267 
223  12  0 

74 

*  Serious  outbreak  of  small-pox. 

Vaccination  here  admirably  maintained 
(A.  Maude). 

Births  in  District,  177  ;  Pi  imarj  \  accina 
tion,  176  ;  Number  on  Form  H,  50. 

Kidderminster  . 
(Chaddesly 
Castle)  i 

55 

56 
5  12  0 

43 
3  13  6 

49 
6  17  0 

21  14  0 

18   3  0 

56 

17  17  6 

1  , '  1  '  

Sums,  excluding  payment  for  Form  II, 
Is.  per  head. 

^    Number  on  Form  H  only  30  per  cent,  of 

i 

10  16  6 

13    8  6 

62 
8  10  6 

15  14  0 

116 
38  15  6 

43  10  0 

87 

35  12  6 

1902—37  re-vaccinations. 

Fees— 0s.,  irrespective  of  distance. 

Penistone 
(Silkstone) 

3  12  0 

23 
2    6  6 

16 
1  16  0 

33 

19    5  0 

61 

48    7  0 

31   9  0 

43  19  0 

83 

37    4  6 

1900— 61  re-vaccinations  ;  1  902,  26  re-vacci- 
nations ;  in  1899,  only  8  re-vaccinations. 
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NUMBER  OP  RE-VACCINATIONS  (WHEN  ANY  HAVE  BEEN  PERFORMED)  IN  BRACKETS. 


UNION 
OR  DISTRICT. 

1896. 

1897. 

'1899. 

190(1. 

1901. 

1302. 

1903: 

Rate! 



Plympton  St. 

(4th  District)' 
£ 

74 

54 

No 

return  of 

39 

02 

62 

75 

70 

Re- vaccinations  in  1902,  63. 
„               „  1903,  19. 

worth 
(Desford) 

Total  vaccinations  in  four  years 
from  l».Hj  to  law,  ik*  ;  re-va.-cin:,- 
tions,  0.    Total,  from  1900  to  19U3, 
'  '  '•damnations,  (U.  Compara- 
tive fees  as  above,  £7  and  £101. 

Amersham 

29 
3  10  6 

33 
4  10  0 

15 

42 
11  19  0 

95 
26    2  6 

45 

48 
25    1  6 

70 
(254) 
71    2  0 

Fee  for 
Form  H, 

The  number  in  1900  must  indic  ate 
a  high  ratio  of  arrears,  as  the  Lirth 
rate  is  only  78. 

Mansfield 

£ 

33 
3  16 

66 

11  12  6 

95 

23  15  0 

12  10  0 

126 
31  10  0 

125 
31    0  0 

- 



Biggleswade 
(Shetford)    . . 

0  16  6 

6 

0  15  0 

3 

(0) 

(0) 

83 
(0) 

87 
(48) 

(59) 

132. 

Fees   not  available  for  return 

Ulverton 
(Brought.m 
West) 

7    0  0 

7  11  6 

,5 

16 
7  17  ti 

65 

63 

26    1  10 

32   7  0 

53 
22  19  0 

About  60. 

t  Fees  since  Act,  exclusive  of  fees 
for  l-'orm  H,  which  average  £4  17s.  Cd. 
per  annum.  The  fees  for  vaccination 
therefore  in  1899  were,  roughly,  c:. 

Clutton . . 
(Midsomer 
Norton) 

(i  year) 

78 
10  11  0 

125 
(0) 
17  14  0 

(0) 
10  12  0 

(0) 
85  15  0 

301 

246 
59    7  6 

(53) 
84    0  0 

55    0  0 

.hi!  .inn 

H,  300. 



Hoo 

£ 

101 

13    0  0 

7  19  0 

77 
9  16  6 

20    9  0 

36  16  0 

94 

(258) 
97  13  0 

65 

110. 

Figures  for  fees  include  fees  for 
Form  H. 

Lichfield 
(Ogley  Hay) 

£ 

192 
(0) 
25    0  0 

173 

(0) 
25    0  0 

186 
(0) 

25    0  0 

214 
(0) 
44    0  0 

298 
(0) 

ro) 

108    0  0 

355 
(205) 
142    0  0 

403 

Add  to  each  year,  beginning  1  1 
an  average  of  £20  for   fees  under 
Form  H. 

Keighley 
(Bingley) 

0  10  6 

0 

0  16 

94 

(1) 

(0) 
30    8  6 

(3) 
26    8  0 

(317) 
168   0  0 

Average 
338. 

Fees  since  Act  are  exclusive  of  an 
average  of  £4  15s.  Od.  for  fees  under 
Form  H. 

Blotield  No.  2.. 

£ 

65 
7  13  0 

57 

59 
7    4  0 

111 

42    9  0 

107 
38  10  6 

95 
33  17  0 

89 
(332) 
105    4  0 

64 
19  18  0 



£ 

20 

1  10  0 

16 
1  13  0 

46 
18  14  0 

54 

21  12  0 

34 

20 
(3) 
8  14  6 

(2) 
9  16  0 

- 

Illustrates   the    influence  of 
defaults. 

Barton-upon- 
Irwell 
(Sainton  and 
Clifton).  £ 

326 
26   0  6 

230 
18  11  6 

171 
13   7  6 

275 
65    9  6 

89  10  0 

309 
(1) 
77  12  0 

343  . 
(96) 
96  17  6 

Average 
on  H  list 

To  fees  since  Act  must  be  added 
an  average    of   £25  for    fees  for 
Form  H. 

Cheadle 
(Staffs.) 

1895. 

79 
£12 

60 

„0 

53 

105 
51    9  0 

50    0  0 

90 
51    4  0 

60    7  6 

- 

Note,  this  return  goes  back  one 
\ear  lief  ore  statistics  were  asked. 

Add  to  Fees  since  Act  an  average 
oi    c-o   per  annum   for    fee   in  ,.e 
Form  H. 

Monmouth     . . 
(Coleford) 

148 
(5) 
17   7  6 

404 
(384) 
72   9  0 

129 
(0) 
15  13  6 

80 
(0) 
12    5  0 

181 

(2) 

144  14  6 

144    8  0 

332 
117  19  6 

430. 

Foryeais  1900-3  add  an  average 
of  £25  for  fees  under  Form  H. 

Presumably  there  was  an  out- 
break of  smallpox  in  1897. 

Axbridge 
(Weston  super- 
Mare)  £ 

8 

(0) 
0  12  0 

(0) 
1  19  0 

(0) 

0    2  0 

(0) 
10   7  0 

81 
(2) 
31  16  0 

53 

(54)  ' 
22  19  6 

119 
(10) 

42    1  0 

324. 

Presumable  smallpox  in  1902. 

Mansfield 

£ 

33 

66 
11  12  6 

95 

23  15  0 

12  10  0 

31  10  0 

125 
31  10  0 

265. 

Only  re-vaccinations  are  for  each 
year  10112-::,  but  in  the  second  half  of 
butt  there  Nvcrc  if2  vaccinations  an,! 
130  re-vaccinations.  Fees,  £43  2s.  6d. 

East  Grinstead 

3rd. 

40 
4  16  6 

15 
2    0  0 

19  0 

5  15  0 

36 

52 

60  10  0 

32 
27  17  6 

Average  on  Form  H  . .  67 
Fees  including  fee  for  Form  E. 
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Handed  in  by  Dr.  Maude.      (Qf  1651.) 


Examples  of  Long  Distances  travelled  by  Public  Vaccinators  in  the  performance  of  their  duties. 
[Extracts  from  Certified  returns  made  to  the  Public  Vaccinators'  Association.] 


Union. 

District. 

Distance. 

No.  of 
Vaccinations. 

Time 
occupied. 

Fee 
per 
Case. 

Fees  payable  for  successful 
vaccination. 

. Sevenoaks 

Fourth 

8  miles  each  way 
Between  4  &  7  miles 

A  few  yearly 
22  per  cent. 

(Average  of 
3  years). 

2f  hours. 

8s. 

8s.  beyond  1  mile  from  House. 

Tiverton 

7  miles  each  way 

Several 

Nil. 

1  Chapel-en- le- 

Frith 
■  Castle  Ward  ... 

Glanford  Brigg 

Castleton  . . . 

11  miles  each  way 

Several 

Nil. 

8s. 

Barnetby  . . . 

(in  1903) 
Within  1  mile 
Within  2  mile  s  ... 
Within  4  miles 
Over  6  miles 
Over  5  miles 
Over  7  miles 

8 
11 
13 
17 

Most  of  cases, 
some.  . 

Westbury  -  on 
Severn. 

Cinderford... 

Total  miles  travelled 
5004  (average  10 
miles  per  case). 

500 

Board  of  Guardians  moved  to 
reduce   fees   to  minimum 
recently. 

Derby 

Kegworth  ... 

6  miles   

Frequently... 

Nil. 

Dartford 

Farningham 

11  miles 

8  miles   

Occasionally 
Frequently... 

5s. 
5s. 

Minimum  fees. 

•St.  Asaph 

Abergele  ... 

15  to  20  miles  each 
way. 

25  miles  (out  and 

home). 
30  miles. 

Often. 

Nil. 

"St.  Asaph 

Llanfair- 
talhaiarn 

Greatest  distance,  9 
miles 

Haverfordwest 

St.  Davids 
and  Fish- 
guard 

Greatestdistance,  15 
miles 

A  larger  pro- 
portion over 
6  miles  and 
over  9  miles 
than  any 
other  part  or 
district. 

Above  6  miles,  12s.  6d. 

;  Sherborne 

Southern   . . . 

9  miles  from  house, 
72  miles  driven  be- 
fore vaccination 
was  inspected. 

Over  4  miles 
„    6  „ 

9s. 

Woodstock    . . . 

Islip 

Majority  ... 
A  few 

(a)  (b) 

2s.         Under  2  miles,  6s. 
Over  2  miles,  8s. 

"•Skirlaugh  and 
Beverley 

6  miles  each  way  ... 

Numerous  ... 

Nil. 

Is.         7s.  Qd.    Over  3s. 

5s.         Under  3s. 

Loughborough 

4  miles   

3  miles   

] 

Is. 
6s. 

Bath  

8th  

Nearest,  over  2  miles 
Furthest,  „  11  „ 

Most  cases 
are   4  to  5 
miles  orf. 

2s.         6s.  all  round. 

Penrith 

GlenriddinL? 

9  miles  each  way  . . . 
(Walking  on  ac- 
count of  country 
traversed). 

1 

Is.  6d.     7s.  6d. 

Thingoe 

8  miles  from  house, 
3  visits  =  48  miles. 

10s. 

Ludlow 

8  to  28  miles  per 
case,    total  1039 
miles,  average  14 

76  cases  (out 
of  198  vac- 
cinated dur- 
ing the  same 
period). 

8s.6d 

Is.         8s.  C,d 

IOC, 
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Union. 

District. 

Distance. 

No.  of 
Vaccinations. 

Time 
occupied. 

Fee 
per 
Case. 

Fees  payable  for  successful 

Haverfordwest 

6  to  8  miles 

Numerous 

Llandovery   . . . 

No.  2 

7i  miles  out,  3  visits 
or  45  miles 

1 

lis. 

Is.  10s. 

Tavistock 

Whitchurch 

20  miles  from  house 
80  miles  per  case  be- 
fore fee  is  earned 

1 

Cardigan 

No.  3 

Under  1  mile  36 
Over    1    ,,  9 
„      2  miles  5 
3    „  19 
„      4    „  21 
„      5    „  16 
„      6    „  23 
■         7    „  10 
»      8    „  7 
»      9    „  2 
,,    10    „  4 

Total,  2  years,  152 

2s.  id.  7s. 

W  orcester 

Average  distance  of 
case,  3i  miles. 

Average  number  of 
journeys  per  case, 
3. 

Average  mileage  per 
case.  21. 

)  • 

{ 
( 

J 

2s.  6d.    7s.  6d. 

Average  mileage  fee  under 
Gd. 

The  local  cab  rate  for  21 
miles  is  15s.  9d. 

Bootle 

Longest  journeys,  15 
miles  from  house. 

In  1901  paid  5  visits 
to  a  case  5  miles 
off. 

Total,  50  miles. 

Tadeaster 

Tadeaster  ... 

Total  distance  in 
one  year  420  miles 
each  way. 
Within  1  mile 
„     2  miles 
„      3  „ 
„     4  „ 

»     6  I 

140 

153 
44 
11 
30 

4 
12 

4 

258 

For  years 
1900  and 
1902. 

2s.          6s.  all  distances. 

Hollingbourn 

Lenham 

5  miles  each  way — 
Total  travelled, 
40  miles. 

1 

Nil. 

2.s.  6s. 
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APPENDIX  No.  XXII. 


Handed  in  by  Dr.  Maude.    (Q.  1659.) 


Public  Vaccinator— F.  J.  Spilsbury.  Fees— (a)  2s.  Gd. ;  (b)  12s.  ;  (c)  2s.  Gd. 

County,  Lincoln.         Union,  Spilsby.         District,  Hogsthorpe. 
15,070  acres.  Population  in  1891,  3,348. 


ended 
31st 
December. 

Number 
of 

Primary 
Successful 
Vaccina- 
tions. 

of  Visits 
to  the 

of  the 
Children 
including 
Refusals 
and  Post- 
ponements. 

Total 

to  the 
Homes 

Children. 

Distance 
for  each 
Visit. 

Average 
Distance 
for  each 
Successful 
Primary 
Vaccina- 
tion. 

Total  Fees 
received 
including 

Average 

for  each 
Visit 
made. 

Average 

Fee 
for  each 
Successful 
Primary 
Vaccina- 
tion. 

Payment 
per  Mile 
Travelled 
including 
all  Fees. 

Miles. 

Miles. 

Miles. 

£    s.  d. 

s.  d. 

s.  d. 

s.  d. 

1899 

36 

102 

390 

3'8 

10-83 

28    9  6 

15  10 

1900 

26 

83 

337 

4 

12-96 

21  12  0 

5  2h 

16  7 

1901 

38 

82 

269 

33 

7-08 

27  18  6 

6  9| 

14  8| 

1902 

33 

75 

33 

7-57 

24    3  6 

6  5 

•  14  8 

|  of  1903 

21 

50 

211 

4-2 

10-05 

16    4  6 

6  6 

15  5$ 

Totals 

154 

392 

1,457 

37 

9-46 

118    8  0 

6  0 

15    4  J 

0  9| 

Note — The  distances  have  only  been  reckoned  one  way — the  full  amount  travelled  to  perform  the  154  Successful 
Primary  Vaccinations  was  1,457  miles  to  the  Children's  Homes  and  1,457  miles  back.  The  Homes  of  the 
Children  average  3'7  miles  from  the  Public  Vaccinator's  house,  and  the  total  distance  that  had  to  be 
travelled  to  and  from  for  each  Successful  Primary  Vaccination  averaged  19  miles. 

This  district  is  a  marsh,  and  the  houses  are  frequently  situated  in  fields  some  distance  from  the  road,  with 
a  very  bad  approach,  so  that  one  has  frequently  to  walk  the  last  half  to  one  and  a-half  miles  across  the 
fields,  because  it  is  almost  impossible  to  drive  a  cart  up  to  the  house. 

I  think  the  time  occupied  in  doing  the  work  of  P.V.  for  this  district  would  average  three  hours  for  each 
Successful  Case  of  Primary  Vaccination. 


169. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 

APPENDIX   No.  XXIII. 


Handed  in  by  Dr.  Maude.    {Q.  1684.) 


Table  illustrating  the  average  fee  per  visit  or  per  mile  received  by  Public  Vaccinators  of  Rural  Districts? 

[Extracts  from  Certified  Keturns  made  to  the  Public  Vaccinators'  Association.] 


Union. 

District. 

No.  of 
Vaccinations 
per  year. 

No.  of 

visits 
per 
year. 

Average 
fee  per 

No.  of 
miles 
travelled. 

Average 
fee  per 

Fee  payable  in  each 
Union  for 
Primary  Vaccinations. 

Average 
mileage 
per  case 
vaccinated. 

Blaby 

Wigston  ... 

187 

467 

2s.  7§d. 

666 

Is.  lOd. 

Minimum. 
Is.  and  5s. 

3-5 

Lutterworth 

70 

200 

2s. 

800 

6d. 

Minimum  fees. 

11-43 

No.  2  | 

54 

150 

2s.  4d. 

600 

7d. 

11-1 

54 

180 

Is.  9£d. 

720 

6d. 

133 

> 

45 

150 

2s.  2|d. 

600 

6|d. 

133 

Mai  ton 

Buhner  ... 

36 
38 
27 
36 

130 
112 
118 
148 

Mansfield  ... 

No.  2. 

95 

1901—  50 

1902—  126 

1903—  125 

92 

600 
300 
800 
800 
600 

I  For 
I  Three 
(  Years 
9*d. 

550 
275 
700 
700 
550 

lOd. 

Minimum. 
Is.  and  5s. 

About 
/  one  mile 
per  case. 

Barns! ey  ... 

No.  2. 

545 
(for  4  years.) 

1538 
(do.) 

2s.  4d. 

2,600 

Is.  5d. 

Minimum  fee. 

4-9 

Rochester ... 

Gillingham 

2s. 

Minimum  fees. 

10-6 

Stratton  ... 

30 

90 

2s.  6d. 

320 

About 

Is.    5s.  for  all  distances. 

Ashby-de-la- 
Zouch. 

Devizes  ... 

No.  2 
No.  1. 

597 

(for  4f  years.) 

1900—  109 

1901—  79 

1902—  115 

1903—  98 

1625 
)Aver. 

Is.  lOid. 

Under 
2s. 

2,530 
220 

Is.  lOd. 

2, 

Is.  6s. 

7s.  for  2  to  3  miles. 

4-23 
H 

1900  25 

1901—  18 

1902—  27 
^903  16 

320 

3s.  3d. 

280 

Is. 

5s.    10s.  for  4  to  7  miles. 

133 

„  ... 

No.  3. 

1900-38 

1902—  31 

1903—  26 

90 

2s.  lOd. 

260 

Is. 

5s.       8s.  2  to  6  miles. 

8 

Town 
No.  1  only 

under  2s. 

Ulverston . . . 

Broughton 
West 

128 
(2  years.) 

265 

4s.  3|d. 

567 

lid. 

5a.   under  2  miles. 
7s.  6d.  „     4  „ 
10s.     „     6  _  „ 
13s.  over  6  miles. 

4-4 

Ripon 

No.  3 

160 
(4  years.) 

327 

4s.  lOd. 

1,614 

Hid. 

2s.  6d.  and  7s.  6d. 

ro 

Potterspury 

1  and  2 

384 
(2  years). 

1245 

2s.  7d. 

4,980 

8d. 

2s.,  6s.  and  7s.  6d.  over 
one  mile. 

12-9 

Sculcoates... 

WeltonNo.4 

103 
(4  years.) 

247 

2s.  9d. 

768 

Is.  Id. 

Is.      5s.     7s.  6d.  over  2 
miles. 

7-4 

Tiverton  ... 

Cullompton 
and  Ken- 
tismare 

162 
(2  years.) 

490 
(2yrs.) 

2s.  2d. 

1,164 
(1903) 

7M. 
(1903) 

Is.,  5s.  under  the  mile. ; 
7s.   6d.   to   4  miles ; 
10s.  6d.  over  4  miles. 

7-12 
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Union. 

District. 

No.  of 
Vaccinations 
per  year 

No.  of 
visits 
per 
year. 

Average 
fee  per 

No.  of 
miles 
travelled. 

Average 
fee  per 

Fee  payable  in  each  Unioi 
for 

Primary  Vaccinations. 

Average 
mileage 
per  case 

Vac- 
cinated. 

PlymptonSt. 
Mary 

Plymstock& 
Wensbury 

168 

390 

3s.  lOd. 

750 

2s. 

Is.,  5s.,  and  outside  1  milt 
7s.  6d. 

4-45 

Thorne   . . . 

Stainforth 

(for  3  years) 

222 
(do.) 

3s.  8d. 

969* 

10|d. 

Is.,  5s.   under  3  miles ; 
over  3  miles  7s.  6d. 

26-91 

Lichfield  ... 
Amersham 

Ogley  Hay 
Missenden 

403 

182 
(3  years) 

1115 

400 

2s.  Id. 
3s.  3d. 

3,220 
90  percent, 
over  2  miles, 
50  per  cent, 
from  3  to  5 
miles  away 

2400 

m. 

6id. 

Is.,  5s.  6d.  within  2  miles: 
6s.  6d.  outside  2  miles. 

2s.  and  6s.  for  all  distances. 

13-18 

Blofield  ... 

No.  2 

313 

(1899  to  1901) 

640 

3s.  7d. 

3003 

5d. 

Fees  to  1902  Is.,  6s.  Fees 
reduced    in    1902  to 

io-o 

„ 

„ 

1903 
quarters) 

128 

3s.  Id. 

4d. 

After  reduction  of  fees. 

Keighley  ... 

Bingley  ... 

282 
(3  years) 

846 

2s.  4d. 

Is.,  6s. 

Pontypridd 

Llantrisant 

417 
(2  years) 

1248 

Is.  lOd. 

Is.,  5s.  under  2  miles;  6s. 
over  2  miles. 

Tadcaster  ... 

Tadcaster 

140 

308 

3s.  4d. 

510 

2s.  2d. 

2s.,  6s. 

36 

Newport  ... 

Westbury- 
" 

Marshfield 

No.  5 
„  1 

31 

(2  years) 

319 
253 
271 
341 

25 

79 
(do.) 

759 
1005 
297 

3s.  7d. 

2s.  3d. 
Is.  6d. 
Is.  Od. 

Most  cases 
are  from  4 
to  7  miles 
from  my 
residence 

11743 

293 
2564 

3Jd. 

iod.d 

Is. 
(nearly) 
9jd. 

Is.,  7s.  6d. 

At  Is.  lOd  and  5s.  6d.  1 1 
minimum  fees.  1 

2s.  6d.,  9s.  6d. 
3s.  6d.,  10s.  6d. 

8-20 
1  mile 

„  2 

86 

209 

5s.  Od. 

1172 

lOd. 

3s.  3d.,  9s.  9d. 

13-6 

„  4 

500 

2338 

3s.  4d. 

5004 

Is.  lid. 

2s.  9d.,  8s.  3d. 

Builth 

351 

1050 

lis. 

317 
668 

1020 
2070 

4s.  3d. 

10664 

4d. 

Is.,  5s.,  under  2  miles  , 
lis.  2 miles  to  24  miles. 

15-96 

ton 

Vaccina- 
tions for 

in  out-lying 

district. 

St.  Columb 
Major. 

Newquay... 
No.  5 

100 
(average  3 

250 
(do.) 

3s.  6d. 
(average) 

1040 

lid. 

is.,  8s. 

10-42 

Newark 

Coddington 

132  Prim. 

300 

3s.  3d. 

650 

Is.  6d. 

Is.,  7s.  6d. 

n 

Gains- 
borough 

Scotter  ... 

40 

(average  4 
years). 

258 

Is.  3d. 

1032 

4d. 

Is.  8d.,  5s.  under  3  miles. 
7s.  6d.  over  3  miles. 
10s.  over  6  miles. 

25-8 

Romney 
Marsh 

New 

Romney 

87 

(2  years) 

212 

4s.  4d. 

560 
(per  year.) 

Is.  Id. 

2s.  6d.  and  8s. 

12-8 

*  Mileage  is  in  this  instance  only  calculated  one  way. 
t  Fees  reduced  in  1902. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXTENSES  : 


APPENDIX   No.  XXIV. 


Handed  in  by  Mr.  Fairhurst.  (Q.  1695.) 


On  the  8th  May.  1903,  the  Guardians  of  the  Poor  of  the 
Wigan  Union  sealed  a  Memorial,  addressed  to  the  Local 
Government  Board,  on  the  subject  of  fees  paid  to  Public 
Vaccinators  under  +he  Vaccination  Order,  1898,  and  this 
Memorial  was  forwarded  to  the  Local  Government  Board, 
and  also  to  all  the  Unions  in  England  and  Wales. 

The  following  is  a  copy  of  the  Memorial  : 
To  the  Local  Government  Board. 

The  Memorial  of  the  Guardians  of  the  Poor  of  the  Wigan 
Union,  in  the  County  of  Lancaster. 
Sttewetii  : — 

That  the  attention  of  your  Memorialists  has  been  called 
to  the  enormous  increase  in  the  fees  payable  to  Public 
Vaccinators  since  the  passing  of  the  Vaccination  Act, 
1898,  and  the  making  by  your  Honourable  Board  of  the 
Vaccination  Order,  1898. 

That  your  Memorialists  as  a  Board  are  not  opposed  to 
Vaccination  and  their  object  in  approaching  your  Honour- 
able Board  is  not  to  discredit  or  interfere  with  the  practice 
of  Vaccination  as  it  is  at  present  carried  out. 

That  your  Memorialists  have  recently  caused  a  Return 
to  be  prepared  showing  the  amount  paid  in  each  half- 
year  for  Vaccination  Fees  and  Expenses  in  this  Union 
for  the  four  years  previous  to  the  passing  of  the  Act  and 
for  the  four  years  afier  the  passing  of  the  Act,  and  the 
following  is  a  copy  of  the  Return  : — 

Statement  showing  the  total  cost  o:  Vaccination 
for  the  four  years  preceding  the  Vaccination 
Act,  and  the  four  years  subsequent  thereto. 


£  s. 

d. 

Half-year  ending  Michaelmas 

1895 

-    263  16 

5 

Lady  Day, 

1896 

-    336  15 

1 

„  Michaelmas, 

1896 

-    238  4 

0 

„            Lady  Day, 

1897 

-    230  4 

3 

„  Michaelmas, 

1897 

-    276  12 

6 

„            Lady  Day, 

1898 

-    239  16 

11 

Michaelmas, 

1898 

-    222  4 

7 

,,            Lady  Day, 

1899 

-    212  15 

5 

£2,020  9 

2 

£  s. 

d. 

Half-year  ending  Michaelmas, 

1899 

-    840  10 

7 

Lady  Day. 

1900 

-    700  17 

0 

,;  Michaelmas, 

1900 

-    855  9 

10 

5,            Lady  Day, 

1901 

-    711  9 

9 

,i  Michaelmas, 

1901 

-    698  4 

7 

,?            Lady  Day, 

1902 

-    835  3 

0 

,,  Michaelmas, 

1902 

-1,069  17 

t,            Lady  Day, 

1903 

-    935  12 

0 

£6,647  4 

4 

Though  the  Vaccination  Act,  1898,  came  into  force 
on  the  1st  January,  1899,  the  first  accounts  under 
the  new  scale  were  paid  in  the  half-year  ended 
Michaelmas.  1899. 
That  the  large  increase  shown  by  the  Return  has  not 
taken  place  owing  to  theie  being  an  outbreak  of  smallpox 
in   the   district   during   the  period    covered   by  the 
Return  and  your  Memorialists  are  satisfied  from  the 
bills  recently  received  from  the  Public  Vaccinators  that 
the  increase  for  the  current  year  will  be  very  much  greater 
than  that  shown  by  the  Return  because  there  have  been 
several  slight  outbreaks  of  smallpox  in  the  Union  with 
the  result  that  the  number  of  vaccinations  and  re-vac- 
cinations has  been  still  further  increased 

That  your  Memorialists  are  assured  from  the  knowledge 
which  they  have  of  the  fees  charged  by  ordinary 
qualified  Medical  Practitioners  in  the  district  that  the 
fees  sanctioned  by  the  Vaccination  Order,  1898,  are 
considerably  too  high  and  might  be  much  reduced  without 
any  hardship  being  inflicted  upon  the  Public  Vaccinators 
and  unless  they  are  reduced  they  believe  a  feeling  may 
arise  that  an  unnecessary  burden  is  being  put  on  the 
Ratepayers  and  this  might  have  the  effect  of  increasing 
the  prejudice  which  to  some  extent  at  present  exists 
against  the  practice  of  Vaccination. 

That  your  Memorialists  respectfully  request  your 
Honourable  Board  to  revoke  the  Vaccination  Order, 
1898.  so  far  as  it  provides  for  payments  to  be  made  to 
the  Public  Vaccinators  and  that  in  lieu  thereof,  a  new 
Order  should  be  made  providing  for  payment  to  be  made 
to  the  Public  Vaccinator  of  the  following  fees  ? — 

"  A  payment  of  not  less  than  2s.  6d.  in  respect  of 
every  successful  primary  vaccination  or  re-vaccina- 
tion performed  by  him  at  the  home  of  the  person 
vaccinated;  and  a  payment  of  not  less  than  Is.  6d. 
in  respect  of  every  successful  primary  vaccination 
of  any  person  other  than  a  child  or  anv  successful 
■  re-vaccination  such  primary  vaccination  or  re-vac- 
cination having  been  performed  by  him  at  his  sur- 
gery or  elsewhere  than  at  the  home  of  the  person 
vaccinated." 

That  your  Memorialists  are  perfectly  satisfied  that  the 
fees  they  have  suggested  as  above  are  quite  as  bigh  as 
an  ordinary  country  Practitioner  would  charge  in  his  own 
practice  and  would  be  gladly  received  by  him  for  the  work 
performed. 

4nd  your  Memorialists  will  ever  pray,  etc. 
Given  under  the  Common  Seal  of  the  Guardians  of  the 
Poor  of  the  Wigan  Union  this  8th  day  of  Mav.  1903. 


The  Common  Seal  of  the  said  Guar- 
dians was  hereto  affixed  in  the 
presence  of 

JOSEPH  MITCHELL,  Chairman 
HENRY  ACKERLEY,  Clerk. 
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APPENDIX  No.  XXV. 


Letter  from  the  Assistant  Clerk  to  the  Guardians  of  the  Wigan  Union  forwarding  copy  of  a  letter  addressed  by  him  to 
Dr.  J.  A.  Bradbury,  and  a  copy  of  Dr.  Bradbury's  reply.    {See  Q.  1719-1750.) 


WIGAN  UNION. 

Offices,  9,  Victoria  Buildings, 

King  Street, 

30th  November,  1903. 

Sir, 

I  am  requested  by  Mr.  W.  Fairhurst,  who  gave  evi- 
dence before  your  Committee  on  Wednesday  last,  to 
forward  you  a  copy  of  a  letter  which  I  wrote  to  Dr.  J.  A. 
Bradbury,  Public  Vaccinator  for  the  Wigan  District  of 
this  Union,  and  a  copy  of  his  reply. 
I  am,  Sir, 

Your  obedient  Servant, 

(Sd.)     H.  GORDON  AGKERLEY, 
Assistant  Clerk. 

Aubrey  V.  Symonds,  Esq., 
Secretary, 

Departmental  Committee  on 
Vaccination  Fees,  etc. 


9,  Victoria  Buildings, 

King  Street, 

Wigan. 
27  th  November,  1903. 

J.  A.  Bradbury,  Esq., 

25,  Upper  Dicconson  Street,  Wigan. 
Dear  Sir, 

Mr.  W.  Fairhurst  has  given  evidence  before  the 
Departmental  Committee  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
on  Vaccination  Fees  and  Expenses  by  direction  of  the 
Guardians,  and  in  his  evidence  gave  particulars  of  a  num- 
ber of  persons  vaccinated  and  re-vaccinated  by  you  on 
certain  days  in  the  months  of  January  and  February  last, 
and  for  the  information  of  the  Committee  I  am  directed 
to  enquire  from  you  whether  you  had  any  assistance  in 


those  months  in  the  performance  of  vaccination  in  your 
district,  and  if  so,  on  what  days  you  had  assistance,  and 
by  whom  it  was  given. 

The  Committee  are  anxious  to  conclude  their  inquiries 
as  early  as  possible,  and  I  have  therefore  to  ask  you  to 
be  good  enough  to  send  me  this  information,  if  possible, 
by  return  of  post. 

I  am,  Dear  Sir, 

Yours  faithfully, 

HENRY  ACKERLEY, 
Clerk. 


25,  Upper  Dicconson  Street, 

Wigan, 
28th  November,  1903. 

Henry  Ackerley,  Esq., 

Clerk  to  the  Union,  Wigan. 
Dear  Sir, 

In  answer  to  yours  of  yesterday,  I  beg  to  state  that 
in  the  actual  vaccination  and  re-vaccination  performed  in 
the  Wigan  District  during  the  months  of  January  and 
February  last  I  had  no  assistance  whatever,  but  that  my 
Deputy,  Dr.  Wright,  relieved  me  of  the  greater  portion 
of  my  duties  as  District  Medical  Officer  and  Workhouse 
Medical  Officer  during  that  period,  leaving  me  practically 
the  whole  of  my  time  to  devote  to  my  duties  as  Public 
Vaccinator. 

At  the  various  schools  the  teachers  rendered  me  great 
assistance  by  performing  the  necessary  clerical  work,  and 
also  in  washing  the  children's  arms  with  antiseptic  soap 
and  in  applying  the  dressings. 

I  am,  Dear  Sir, 

Yours  faithfully, 

J.  A.  BRADBURY. 


112  DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES: 

APPENDIX  No.  XXVL 
Table  A. 


Handed  in  by  Mr.  Cooper.    (Q.  1867.) 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

Vaccinators' 
Districts. 

Area. 

Population 
1901. 

No.  of  Cases 
of  successful  Primary 

Vaccination 
during  the  year  ended 
Lady  Day,  1900. 

Fees  paid  for  period 
named  in  Col.  4 

Primary  Vaccination. 

Great  Bolton 

Turton  

1,947 
2,174 
17,355 

54,438 
15,818 
12,355 

1,018 
172 
141 

£254  10  0 
43    0  0 
35    7  6 

Scale  :  2  Miles,  to  an  Inch. 
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TABLE  B. 


Handed  in  by  Mr.  Cooper.    (Q.  2027). 


BOLTON  UNION. 
A  Fortnight's  Vaccinations  in  the  under-mentioned  districts. 


Public  Vaccinators, 
Districts  of. 

Number  of  Cases 
Vaccinated. 

Estimated  Distances  Travelled 
by  each  Public  Vaccinator 
per  Case. 

Remuneration  Paid 
in  Fees. 

Great  Bolton  -  - 

40 

1,524  yards. 

£    s.  d. 
11  15  0 

7 

2  miles  232  yards. 

2    2  0 

Turton  .... 

5  miles. 

0  12  0 

*  One  case  unsuccessful. 


TABLE  C. 


Handed  in  by  Mr.  Cooper.  (Q.  1878,  1932). 


VaccinatioD 

District 
and  Medical 
Relief. 

Area 
(Acres). 

Population 
(1901). 

Average  number 
of  visits  of 

District  Medical 
Officer  for 

four  years  ending 
Lady  Day, 
1903. 

Average 
Annual 
Salary 
including 
Midwifery 
Fees. 

Average 
Fee  per 
Visit. 

Average  number 
of  visits  of  Public 
Vaccinator  for 
Primary 
Vaccination 
allowing  two 
visits  for  each 
case  Vaccinated. 

Average 
Remuneration 
for  Primary 
Vaccination. 

Average 
Fee  per 
Visit 

£ 

s.  d. 

s.  d. 

Horwich 

3,257 

15,084 

836 

68 

1  7.52 

587 

73    3  0 

2  5.91 

Lerer 

2,174 

15,818 

809 

50 

1  3 

343 

42  18  9 

2  6 

TABLE  D. 


Handed  in  by  Mr.  Cooper.     [Q.  1929,  1953.) 


BOLTON  UNION. 

Annual  average  of  Primary  Vaccinations  by  Public  Vaccinators  and  Private  Medical  Practitioners  respectivelv 
for  four  years  before  and  after  the  Act  of  1898. 


Average  for  four  years 
ending  December. 

By  Public  Vaccinators. 

By  Private  Medical 
Practitioners. 

Total. 

1898 

1,724 

4,130 

5,854 

1902 

4,152 

2.878 

7.030 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


TABLE  E. 


Handed  in  by  Mr.  Cooper.     (Q.  1931.) 


BOLTON  UNION. 


Fees  Paid  to  Public  Vaccinators  for  Primary  Vaccination  in  the  under-mentioned  years. 


Year. 

Number 
Vaccinated. 

Year. 

Number 
Vaccinated. 

£    s.  d. 
303  18  0 

£      s.  d. 
1,023    0  0 

1896 

295   9  0 

1900 

3,883 

1,164  18  0 

1897 

1,669 

261  10  0 

1901 

3,7-il 

1,116    6  0 

1898 

1,442 

224  15  0 

1902 

4,395 

1,318  10  0 

Totals 

6,847 

1,085  12  0 

Totals 

]  5,409 

4,622  14  0 

Increase  under 
Act  of  1898 

8,562 

£3,537    2  0 

TABLE  F 

Handed  in  by  Mr.  Cooper.     (Q.  1931). 
BOLTON  UNION. 

1.  Primaiy  Vaccinations,  1902 

2.  Amount  of  Fees  if  reckoned  at  2s.  6d.  each 

3.  Fees  paid  to  Public  Vaccinators  for  1902 — "  Primary  Vaccinations 

4.  Saving  in  Fees,  if  reckoned  at  2s.  6d.  upon  all  Vaccinations 


7,173. 
£896  12s.  6d. 
£1,318   10s.  Od. 
£421    17s.  6d. 
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APPENDIX  No.  XXVII. 

Handed  in  by  Mr.  Conolly  {Questions  2096,  2106.) 

Statement  showing  the  various  Fees  now  payable^to  Public  Vaccinators  under  Article  3  (1),  (a),  (6)  and  (c)  of  the 
Vaccination  Order,  1898,  sanctioned  by  the  Local  Government  Board,  with  the  number  of  Unions  in  which  each 
of  such  Fees  is  paid. 


Fees  Payable  under  Article  3  (1).  (a). 
Per  Case. 


s,  d. 
1  0 

s.  d. 
1  1 

s.  d. 
1  3 

s.  d. 

1  6 

s.  d. 
1  8 

s.  d. 
1  9 

s.  d. 
1  10 

s.  d. 
1  11 

s.  d. 

2  0 

s.  d. 

2  2 

Whole  Unions  -    -  - 
Parts  of  Unions   -  - 

416 
56 

1 

1 

28 
14 

33 
33 

1 

2 

2 

1 

48 
41 

1 

s.  d. 
2  3 

s.  d. 

2  4 

s  d 
2  6 

s.  d. 

2  8 

s.  d. 

2  9 

s.  d. 

3  0 

s.  d. 
3  3 

s.  d. 
3  6 

s.  d. 
4  0 

s.  d. 

5  0 

Whole  Unions  -    -  - 
Parts  of  Unions   -  - 

1 

2 

1 

6 

27 
46 

2 

2 

4 

2 

2 

1 

Fees  Payable  under  Article  3  (1),  (b). 
Per  Vaccination. 

s,  d  ,- 
5  0 

s.  d. 
5  3 

s.  d. 
5  4 

2 

s.  d. 
5  6 

s.  d. 

5  9 

s.  d. 

6  0 

s.  d. 
6  3 

,* 

6  6 

s.  d. 
6  9 

s.  d. 

7  0 

5 
65 

Whole  Unions  -    -  - 
Parts  of  Unions    -  - 

135 
334 

2 

21 

2 

30 
105 

1 

19 

42 

1 

2 

s.  d. 
7  6 

s.  d. 

7  9 

s.  d. 

8  0 

s.  d. 

8  3 

s.  d. 

8  6 

s.  d. 

8  9 

s.  d 

9  0 

1 

28 

s.  d. 
9  6 

s.d. 

9  9 

s.  d. 
10  0 

Whole  Unions  -    -  - 
Parts  of  Unions    -  - 

34 
269 

1 

4 
43 

2 

16 

1 

6 

1 

151 

s.  d 
10  3 

s.  d. 
10  6 

s.  d.    1    s.  d. 
10    9    1  11  0 

s.  d.       s.  d. 
11    6      12  0 

s.  d.       s.  d. 
12    6      13  0 

s.  d. 
14  0 

s.  d, 
14  6 

Whole  Unions  -    -  - 
Parts  of  Unions    -  - 

1 

2 
15 

1 

„ 

6 

7 

18 

5 

2 

1 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 
Fees  Payable  under  Article  3  (1),  (a) — continued. 
Per  Vaccination. 

s.  d. 


a 
in 

ti 


I: 


fee  only  is  payable  if 
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Special  Fees  for  dealing  with  large  numbers  of  Vaccinations  and  Re-vaccinations  'performed  at  samz  visit  at 
Hospitals,  Lunatic  Asylums  and  other  Public  Institutions. 


J.-s 
|£ 

IP  I 
|| 

|| 

fi 
11 

8  § 

51 

ilil 
§l|lf 

|||| 

n 

11 

II 
il 

>! 

a| 

51 

££ 

Whole  Unions 

Parts  of  Unions; 

] 

1 

Fees  Payable  under  Article  3  (1),  (c). 
Per  Vaccination. 


d.   s.  d.   s.  d.    s.  d.    s.  d.   s.   d.  !  s.  d.   s.  d.    s.  d.   s.  d.    s.  d.   s.   d.   s.  d.. 


Whole  Unions  - 
Parts  of  Unions 


2  miles  of  Public  Vac- 
esidence.    '2s.  &1.  addi- 

everv  '1  miles  beyond 

luit  distance. 

SB 
11 

dnlr   Primary  Vacein- 
.  first   Re- Vaccina' ion. 
-econd  and  subsequent 
itions  at  the  same  time 

Whole  Unions  ------ 

1 

1 

1 

Parts  of  Unions  
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


APPENDIX  No.  XXVIII. 


Handed  in  by  Mr.  ConoUy.    (Q.  2111.) 

Statement  showing  the  Pees  paid  to  Vaccination  Officers  in  the  various  Unions  in 
England  and  Wales. 


3d.       9d.  9d. 

1 

 :  ,  

3d.       9d.  9d. 



3d.       9d.  9d. 

3d.      lid.  lid. 

Aberystwyth  1 

Havant 

Rochford 

Carlisle  3 

St.  Albans 

Hereford 

Rovston 

Eastry  £ 

Hexham 

Riiffh 

Alnwick 

Hinckley 

Ruthin 

Ang'esey 

Holbom 

Saddleworth 

AshtoD  -under- Lyne 

Holyhead 

Salford 

Holywell 

od.    is.  Id.    Is.  la. 

Atherstone 

Honiton 

Scarborough 

BalaSbUry 

Houghton  le  Spring 

Sculcoates° 

Huddersfield 

Seisdon  i 

Newton  Abbot  i 

Bangor  and  Beaumaris 

Hunslet 

Selbv 

Barrow-on-Soar 

Ipswich 

Shaftesbury 

Barton-on-Irwell 

Islington 

Sheppey  \ 

Birkenhead 

Kensington 

Blackburn 

Keynsham 

South  Shields 

3d.    Is.  lid.    Is.  l£d. 

Blean 

i\ i(!(!ci'minster  \ 

Stockport  i 

Blofield 

Lambeth  \ 

Stourbridge 

Bolton 

Lampeter 

Stratton 

Newport,  Mon.  \ 

Lan  chester 

Sunderland 

Bramley6 

Langport 

Brentford 

Swanse^m 

Bridport 

LeekS+3 

^dcalter 

Bristol 

Leicester 

Tarvin 

Brix  worth 

Leigh  ton  Buzzard 

3d.    Is.  9d. 

Lewisham 

Tenterden 

Bury  % 

Lexden  and  Winstree 

Thirsk 

Oannock^ 

Lichfield 

St.  Thomas 

Seisdon  J 

Lincoln 

Todmorden 

fl    t  1,11 

Pardiff  \^ 

Liverpool 

Towcester1 

iivtherin  ton 

Llandilofawr 

Toxteth  Park 

Ohard.1  § 

Llanelly  § 

Ohesterfield 

UckfLeld  § 

3d.    Is.  Is. 

Lo^Thi^orough 

Walsall 

Ohorltop61 

Milling  ° 

Aberystwyth  5 

Gleobury  Mortimer 

Manchester 

Wan^ford^'  ^  ^ 

Mansfield 

W  •  -in  ton  1 

St.  Asaph 

Clutton  | 

W     A  1  ° 

Ashf  ord  East  \ 

vvockermouth 

Meriden 

...  , 

Aston  g 

Oolc  es  er. 

Merthvr  Tydfil 

Welling  on,    a  op 

Axminster 

Barnsley  f 
Bath 

Coventry1 

Morpeth 

West  Derby^10 

Cranbrook 

Nantwich 

West  Ham 

Bideford 

Crickhowell 

Neath  \ 

Wharfedale  f 

Birmingham 

Dar  or 

Wigan 

Bourne  \ 

.  3V  " 

Newcastle  in  Emlvn 

Winchester 

Bradford,  Yorks. 

Ne    a  tie  under  L  me 

VV  olstan  on  an      urs  em 

Bardgend  &  Cowbridge 

Droxiord. 

i  ewcas  e-on-  yne 

Wolverhampton 

Woolwich 

Bromley 

wor,,  a  er  on 

Yeovil 

Cardiff  i 

-p            S  % 

North  ^ierlev  1 

Chesterton 

Nottingham 

Chippenham 

^rjringham 

Oldham 

Total  167 

Corwen 
Dolgelly 

Eaversham 

Ongar 

Festiniog 

Ouseburn,  Great 

Eastry  f 

Flegg  East  ai  i  Wes' 

Oxford 

Ecclesall  Bierlow 

Forehoe 

St.  Pancras 

Elham  J 

Fulham 

Patrington 

Fareham 

Fylde 
Gateshead 

Pickering 

3d.       lOd.  lOd. 

Headington 

Pontardawe 

Helston 

Glossop 

Pontefract 

Hitch  in 

Goole  i 

Pontypridd  J 

Horsham 

Grantham 

Poplar 

Aston  J 

Lambeth  \ 

Oravesend  and  MiltOD 

Portsmouth 

Bethnal  Green 

Newton  Abbot  £ 

Greenwich 

Prescot 

Leeds  £ 

Okehampton 

Hackney 

Prestwich 

Stoke-on-Trent 

Shipston-on-Stour 

Halifax 

Redruth 

Uppingham 

Stafford 

Haltwhistle 

Richmond,  Yorks 

Stockbridge 

Hartlepool 

Ringwood 

Total  3  througJioiU  Union 

Stroud 

Haslingden 

Rochdale  f 

2  in  part  of  Union 

Tenbury 

iPPENDIX 


Statement  showing  the  Fees  paid  to  Vaccination  Officers  in  the  various  Unions  in 
England  and  Wales — continued. 


Totnes 
Ulverston  ± 
Uttoxeter 
Westhampnett 
Whitechapel 
Winchcomb 
Witney- 
Wood  bridge 
Worksop 
Wortley  I 
Wrexham 

Total  34  throughout  Union 
12  in  part  of  Union 


Alverstoke 
Ashford  East  £ 
Auckland 
Beverley  f 
Bourne  J 
Cerne 
EUesmere 
Haverfordwest 
Helmsley 
Hollingbourn 
Hoxne 
St.  Ives 
Launceston 
Newbury  a 
Newton  Abbot  £ 
Pwllheli 
Wantage  | 

Wareham  &  Purbeck  £ 
Wortley  § 

Total  11  throughout  Union 
8  in  part  of  Union 


3d.    Is.  6d.    Is.  6d. 


Bellingham 

BoBmere  &  Claydon 

Bourne  | 

Brad  field 

Cuckfield 

Faringdon 

Gower 

Hendon 


3d.     Is.  6d.     Is.  6d. 


Kingsbridge 

Lunesdale 

Medway 

Newbury  ^ 

Pembroke 

Reeth 


Skirlaugh 
Thornbury 

Wareham  &  Purbeck  h 

Total  15  throughout  Union 
3  in  part  of  Union 


3d.   in  part,  Is.  in  part, 

Is.  in  part,  . 

6d.  in  part,  2s.  in  part, 

2s.  in  part. 

South  Moulton  £ 


(Is.  in  part,  Is.  in  part, 
\2s.  in  part,  2s.  in  part. 


Devizes  £ 


/Is.  in  part  jj 
\  9d.  in  part,/ 


Alston  with  Garrigill 


3d.      Is.  9d.      Is.  < 


Aberaeron 
Newbury  J 


Oalne 
Devizes  £ 
Elham  § 

_>pey  £ 
Wareham  &  Purbeck  £ 

Total  1  throughout  Union 
4  in  part  of  Union 


Church  Stretton 
Halstead 

Stratford -on- Avon 


3d.     2s.  6d.     2s.  6d. 


Beverley  £ 
Gainsborough  J 


3d.  in  part,  9d.  in  part, 

9d.  in  part, 
4d.  in  part,    Is.  in  part, 

Is.  in  part. 


Rochdale  ? 


Aberystwyth  1 


3d.  f  9d.  in  part. 
Is.  \ls.  in  part. 


/  9d.  in  part  j  d. 
[lid.  m  part.  / 


Pontypridd  § 


I  j    9<    in  \Kiri 


6d.  in  part,  j 


Abergavenny  | 


1  Part<  \od 
in  part,  j 


Abergavenny  £ 


Ampthill 

Ashby-de-la-Zouch 

Ashford  West 

St.  Austell 

Barrow-in-Furness 

Basford 

Belper 

Berkhampstead 
Blything 
Bodmin 
Boston 


Brighton 
Bromyard 
Bucklow 
Builth 
Bury  f 
Carlisle  i 
Carnarvor 
-  Chelsea 
Cheltenham  \ 
Chester-le-Street 
Clitheroe 
Crediton 
■  Croydon 
Durham 
East  Preston 
Eastry  \ 
East  Stonehouse 
Epsom 
Exeter 
Falmouth 
Farnham  \ 
Forden 
St.  Germans 
Gloucester 
Hammersmith 
Hastings 
Hayfield 
Hemsworth 
Hereford  J 
Holbeck 
Keighley  ^ 
"  Kidderminster  £ 
Kings  Norton 
Kingston-on-Hul' 
Lancaster  a 
Leeds  J 
Leigh 
Llanelly  a 
Llanfyllin 
Long  Ashtor 
.  Maldon 
Middlesbrough  i 
Midhurst  § 
Mile  End 
Nar  berth 
Neath  £ 
St.  Neots 
Newmarket 

Newtown  &  Llanidloes 
North  Bierley 
St.  Olave 
Ormskirk 


Plymouth 
Preston  £ 
Rochdale  \ 
Romney  Marsl 
Runcorn  \ 
Shepton  Mallet 
Shoreditch 
Smallburgh 
~"  yning 
Stockport  % 
Stone 
Strand 
Thakeham 
Thanet,  lsie  of 
Tiverton 
Uxbridge 
Wakefield 
Walsingham 
Warrington  | 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


Statement  showing  the  Fees  paid  to  Vaccination  Officers  in  the  Various  Unions  in 
England  and  Wales — continued. 


Warwick 

Welwyn 

Westbourne 

Whitchurch,  Hants. 

Whitehaven  i 

Willesdea 

Wincanton 

Windsor 

Wirrall 

Wisbech  £ 

Wycombe 

York 

Total  77  throughout  I 
22  in  part  of  I 


4d.       Is.  Id.       Is.  Id. 


Ohorley 


Kendal 

Machynlleth 
Tavistock 


4d.       Is.  3d.       Is.  6d. 


4£d.      Is.  Ijd.      Is.  l|d. 


Abingdon 
Atcham 
Axbridge  £ 
Aylsham 
Barnsley  § 


Berwick-on-Tweed 
Bingham 
Bootle  \ 
Brecknock 
Bridlington 
Bromsgrove 
Burton-on-Trem; 
Bury  St.  Edmunds 
Carmarthen 
Cheadle 
Chelmsford  \ 
Cheltenham  \ 


Chester 
Glutton  \ 
Columb  St.  Major 
Daventry  § 
Depwade 
Dorchester 
Driffield 
Ely 
Eton 

Farnham  | 

St.  Giles  and  St.  George 

Goole  § 

Grimsby 

Hambledon 

Hartismere 

Hay 

Holsworthy 

Hungerford  &  Ramsbury 

Huntingdon 

Kington 

Kirkby  Moorside 


Leominster 
Linton 
Luton 
Lymington 
Macclesfield 
Melton  Mowbray 
Middlesborough  J 
Midhurst  \ 
Monmouth  § 
Mutford  &  Lothingland 
Neath  f 

Newport  Mon.  f 


Pontypool  J 
Reading 
Rhayader 
Runcorn  § 

Rye 

Shardlow 
Sheffield  f 
Solihull  J 

Staines 


Stockport  f 

Stokesley 

Stow-on-the-Wold 

Strood  \ 

Sturminster 

Swindon  &  Highworfch 

Thingoe 

Thome 

Ticehurst 

Truro 

Tyne  mouth 
Wallingford 


Warrington  \ 

Wayland 

West  bury  -  on-Se  vern 

Weymouth 

Whitley  \ 

Whitchurch,  Salop 

Great  Yarmouth 

Total — 62  throughout 

Union 

22  in  fart  of 

Union 

5d.       Is.  4d.  Is 

4d. 

Cardigan 

5d.      Is.  6d.  Is. 

6d. 

Barnet 

5d.      2s.  6d.  2s. 

6d. 

Daventry  J 

fid.       Is.  6d.  Is. 

6d. 

Alton 

Amersham 

Amesbury 

Ashbourne 

Aysgarth 
Bakewell 

Banbury 

Bedford 

Bedwellty 

Belford 

Bicester 

Biggleswade 

Billericay  J 

Bishop  Stortford 

Blandford 

Brampton 

Bridgwater 

Buckingham 

Caistor 

Cambridge 
Camelford 

Castle  Ward 

Caxton  &  Arlington 

Ohapel-en-le-Frith 

Chelmsford  f 

Ghipping  Norton 

Chipping  Sodbury 

Christchurch 

( irencester 

Clun  \ 

Is.  6d.      Is.  fid. 


Crickhowell  \ 

Cricklade  &  Wootton  Bas  j6tt 
Darlington 

Docking 
Dore 

Downham 

Drayton 

Droit  wich 

Dulverton 

Dursley 

Easington 

Easingwould 

Easthampstead 

East  Ward 

Evesham 

St.  Faith 

Fordingbridge 

Freebridge  Lynn 

Frome 

Garstang 

St.  George  in  East 

Glendale 

Godstone 

Guildford 

Guisborough 

Hampstead 

Hartley  Wintney 

Hatfield 

Hawarden 

Hemel  Hempsted 

Henley 

Henstead 

Hereford  £ 

Holbearl? 

Hoo 

Horncast.'e 

Howden 

Hursley 

Keighley  $ 

Kettering 

Kingsclere 

King's  Lynn 

Kingston-on-Thames 

Lancaster  § 

Ledbury 

Llandovery 

Loddon  and  Clavering 

Ludlow 

Lutterworth 

Maidenhead 

Maidstone 

Malmesbury 

Market  Bosworth 

Marlborough 

Martley 

Marylebone 

Mildenhall 

Mitford  and  Launditcb 

Monmouth  £ 

Newent 

New  Forest 

Newhaven 

Newport,  Salop 

Northleach 

Northwich 

North  Witohford 

Nuneaton 

Oakham 

Oundle 

Penistone 

Penrith  J 

Pershore 

Peterborough 

Petersfield 

Pewsey 

Plympton  St.  Mary 
Pocklington 
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Statement  r  showing  the  Fees  paid  to  Vaccination  Officers  in  the  various  Unions  in 
England  and  Wales — continued. 


6d.     Is.  Cd.     Is.  6d. 

6d.    2s.  3d.    2s.  3d. 

8d.       2s.  2s. 

lOd.     2s.  6d.     2s.  6d. 

Pontypool  | 

Poole 

Ripon 

Romford 

Ross 

Rothbury 

Rotherham 

Saffron  Walden 

Salisbury 

Sedberg 

Settle 

Sevenoaks 

Sheffield  \ 

Sherborne 

Solihull  f 

South  Stoneham 

South  well 

Spalding  £ 

Stamford 

Stockton 

Stow 

Sudbury 

Tamworth 

Taunton 

Teesdale 

Tetbury 

Thetford 

Thrapston 

Tisbury 

Tonbridge 

Trowbridge  and  Melksham 
Uckfield  i 
Upton-on-Severn 
Ware 

Warminster 
Warrington  \ 
Watford 

Wellington,  Somerset 

Wells 

Wem 

Weobley 

Westbury    and  Whorwells- 

down 
Westminster 
Wetherley 
Wheatenhurst 
Whitby  \ 
Whitehaven  § 
Whittlesey 
Isle  of  Wight 
Wigton 
Williton 
Wilton 

Wimborne  and  Cranborne 

Winslow 

Wisbech  \ 

Wokingham 

Woodstock 

To'al  145  throughout  Union 
19»m  fart  of  Union. 

Thame 

Axbridge  f 
Basing  toke 
Beaminster 
Bootl^  \ 
Brackley 
Clun  \ 
Derby 

Gainsborough  f 
Knighton  § 
Lewes 
Louth  * 
Malton 

Newport  Pagnell 

Potterspury 

Skipton 

Total  9  throughout  Union 
6  in  part  of  Union. 

Bradford-on-Avon 
Dorking 
Leyburn 
Spilsby  | 
Worcester 

Total  4  throughout  Union 
1  in  part  of  Union. 

6d.    2s.  6d.    2s.  6d. 

City  of  London 
Risbridge 

6d.    3s.  3s. 

Is.       3s.  3s. 

Spalding  J 

Andover  £ 
Eastbourne  i 
Orsett  i 
Spilsby  \ 
Tewkesbury 
West  Ward 

Total  2  throughout  Union 
4  in  pari  of  Union. 

6d.    4s.  6d.    4s.  6d. 

8d.     2s.  Id.     2s.  Id. 

Wharf  edale  J 

Louth  \ 

6d.    Is.  Is. 

9d.     2s.  3d.     2s.  3d. 

Richmond,  Surrey 

Ahesford 

Andover  f 

Battle 

Billericay  \ 

Billesdon 

Chepstow 

Dover 

Eastbourne  \ 

Hardingstone 

Longtown 

Market  Harborough 

Pateley  Bridge 

Penrith  § 

Reigate 

Sedgefield 

Sleaford 

Total  !  -  throughout  1  ' iiion 
4  in  part  of  Union. 

Buntingford 

7d.    Is.  9d.    Is.  9d. 

Barton  Regis 
Carlisle  I 
Epping 
Eoleshill 
Glanford  Brigg 
Leek  I 
Norwich 
Strood  % 

Total  5  throughout  Union 
3  in  part  of  Union. 

Is.  2d.     3s.  6d,.     3s.  6d; 

Rothburv  $ 

6d.       2s.  2s. 

Conway 

Dunmow 

St.  George's 
Hailsham 
Samford 
South  Molton  | 

Total  <>  throughout  Union 
1  in  part  of  Union. 

7jd.    Is.  10|d.    Is.  10£d. 

9d.    2s.  6d.     2s.  6d. 

Is.  3d.     3s.  9d,    3s.  9d. 

Preston  \ 

Knighton  J 

Orsett  I 

[    122  ] 
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APPENDIX  No.  XXIX. 


Return  of  the  Cost  of  Public  Vaccination  in  each  Union  in  England  and  Wales 
for  the  Four  Years  ended  Lady  Day,  1899,  and.  the  Four  Years  ended 
Lady  Day,  1903. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY   OF  J 


The  column  headed  "  Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O.'s 


'  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  Officers.    The  5" 
following  Unions  the  information  was  not  * 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


is. 


a! 


Where  Uio 
Publio 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


15 

H--3 


i 


Area  69,992  acres. 
Pop.  21,323 


BEDFOKD. 

|      Area  96,654  a 
Pop.  57,684. 


BIGGLESWADE. 

Area  58.275  acres. 
Pop.  26,718. 

Total  for  4  years 


Area,  42,638  acres. 
Pop.  18,069. 

Total  for  4  years 


Area  39,785  acres. 
Pop.  51,164. 


Total  for  4  years 


Total  for  the  County 


0  0 
0  0 


15  15  0 

39  12  0 
27  13 

46   2  0 


10  8 
9    0  0 
16    3  8 


129    2  0 


2  8  0 
1  11  6 
19    5  2 


10  18 
10  14 
18  11 


1  7  0 
71  19  0 


3  13 

4  13  0 


29  0  0 
18  0  0 
9    0  0 


10  14 

15  11 
10  14 

16  14 


18  1  11 
23  19 

21    8  11 

19  17  9 


64  10  416 

96  13  146 

84  10  822 

130  15  012 


8  1 


376    9  1 


0  16  0 
0  16 
0  16 


26  10  9  15 

24    4  9  20 

22  18  5  22  11 

47  10  0  14 


121    3  11 


0  17  11 

1  3  0 


10  14  6 
10  14  0 

8    0  6 


19  13    9  43 

20  11  1  - 
16  18    6  67 


205  19    811  7 


141  0 


4  0  11 
1  11  2 


21  18 

21    3  0 

21    0  4  420  4 

29    2  8  44  10 


4  5 


110    2   0210    7  9 


303  0 
300  0 
303  0 


384  19 
374  10 


0  ! 


16  7 


260  0 
260    0  0 
260   0  0 


2  '  !8' 


66  11  0 
65  10  0 
69  14  0 
65  10  0 


1  i 


71  9 


267    5  0 


*THE  WOBURN  UNION  was  dissolved  as  from  29th  September,  1899,  and  the  parishes  within  that  Union  were  divided  between  the  Ampthill  aiic 
Leighton  Buzzar.l  Unions.  The  figures  in  the  latter  Unions  for  the  years  prior  to  the  dissolution  do  not  include  the  Woburn  figures  as  the 
could  not  be  given. 
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BEDFORD. 

enumeration  is  only  shown  in  those  cases  where  information  as  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the  D.M.O.  has  been  given.  In  the 
omplete  :—  Biggleswade  and  Luton. 


Foub  Years  ended  Lady- Day,  1903. 

UNION. 

^  Total  Number  of  Primary  | 
'  Vaccinations. 

M  Total  Number  of 
Re-Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
*"  and  Re-Vaccination. 

-  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
!°  and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 
5. 

d 
> 

6. 

§ 
7. 

to 

§ 
1 

8. 

l 

9. 

—  Miscellaneous 
^  Expenses. 

Total  Remunera- 
50  tion  of  D.M.O.'s. 

—  Average  Cost  per 
^  Visit  of  D.M.O. 

1 

0 
I 

5 

261 
372 
398 
327 

4 
658 
83 

261 
376 
1,056 
410 

£    s.  d. 
94    0  0 
113    0  0 
118    0  0 
329    0  0 

£    s.  d. 
22   0  0 
24    0  0 
31    0  0 
36    0  0 

£    s.  d. 

- 

£    s.  d. 
- 

£    s.  d. 
- 

£   s.  d. 
8    0  0 
8    0  0 
8    0  0 
8    0  0 

£    s.  d. 
124    0  0 
145    0  0 
157    0  0 
373    0  0 

s.  d. 
9  6 
7  9 
3  0 
18  2 

£    s.  d. 
316    0  0 
381    0  0 
379    0  0 
370    0  0 

s.  d. 
0  9 
0  11 
0  11 
0  11 

AMPTHILL 
BEDFORD 
BIGGLESWADE. 

LEIGHT0N  BUZZARD. 
LUTON. 

1,358 

745 

2,103 

654    0  0 

113    0  0 

- 

32    0  0 

799    0  0 

7  7 

1,446  0  0 

0  10 

)  176 
I  169 
}  381 
(  253 

11 

163 
1,327 
9 

187 

332 
.1,708 
262 

96  12  6 
154  16  6 
199  13  0 
257    5  0 

54  19  6 
50  16  0 
62    7  0 
44  11  0 

- 

2    8  0 

19    2  2 
17  11  9 
17    5  8 
16    1  11 

170  14  2 

223    4  3 
279    5  8 
320    5  11 

18  3 
13  6 
3  3 
24  5 

395    1  6 
361    4  6 
444    4  6 
363    9  6 

1  10 

1  8 

2  0 
1  8 

979 

1,510 

2,489 

708    7  0 

212  13  6 

- 

2    8  0 

70    1  6 

993  10  0 

8  1 

1,564  0  0 

1  9 

)  473 

440 
!  493 
;  571 

1 

108 
427 
276 

474 

548 
920 
847 

191    9  2 
150  13  0 
261  14  2 

269    2  6 

57  16  10 

54    5  8 
53  14  8 
69    2  6 

_ 

: 

_ 

9  11  1 
9  11  9 
9    4  0 

9    3  2 

258  17  1 
214  10  5 
324  12  10 

347    8  2 

10  11 

7  10 

7  1 

8  2 

445  17  6 
440    4  10 
532    5  0 
532  10  0 

0  8 
0  8 
0  8 
0  9 

0  8 

1,977      812  2,789 

1  1 

872  18  10 

234  19  8 

- 

- 

37  10  0 

1,145    8  6 

8  3 

1,950 17  4 

170 
202 
278 
137 

4 

396 

6 

170 
206 
674 
143 

33    7  0 
72    1  0 
135  18  6 

76    6  6 

17    8  7 
12    1  9 
16  17  0 
16    8  9 

2  10  3 

0  11  6 
2    0  4 

1  6  0 

- 

_ 

5  14  11 

4  2  4 

6  4  4 

5  4  1 

59    0  9 
88  16  7 
161    0  2 
99    5  4 

6  11 
8  7 
4  9 
13  11 

290    0  0 
290    0  0 
290    0  0 
290   0  0 

2  6 
2  6 
2  6 
2  6 

787 

406 

1,193 

21    5  8 

408    2  10 

6  10 

1,160  0    oj  2  6 

106 
128 

}i  328 
)  419 

3 
3 
407 
102 

109 
131 

.  735 
521 

68  10  0 
97  10  8 
250    3  4 
131  18  4 

43  17  1 
35    4  7 
54    6  3 
68    1  1 

15  15  0 

8  15  0 

8  16  0 

9  0  0 
9    4  0 

121    2  1 
141  11  3 

313    9  7 
224  18  5 

22  3 
21  7 
8  6 
8  8 

66   0  0 
68  11  0 

142  2  6 

143  0  0 

1  5 

1  6 

2  3 
2  4 

981 


515 

1,496 

548    2  4 

201    9  0 

15  15  0 

35  15  0 

801    1  4 

10  9 

419  13  6 

1  11 

i  6,082 

3,988 

10,070 

3,101    1  2 

824  18  3 

6    8  1 

18    3  0 

196  12  2 

4,147    2  8 

8  3 

6,54010  10 

mGHTOX  BUZZARD   UNION.— The  Medical  Officer  for  the  first  District  of  this  Union  is  also  Medical  Officer  of  the  Workhouse  at  an  inclusive 
salary.    The  whole  is  included  in  the  Return. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


The  Column  headed  "Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O.'s  " 


COUNTY  OF 

ot  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  officers.  The 
Unions  the  information  was  not  complete : — Abingdon,  Bradfield,' 

Four  Years  ended  Lady-Uay.  Isjy. 


=  1  Public 
:  J-  |    Vaccinator  j| 
alsoD.M.O. 


Area  55,7 10  acres. 
Pop.  17,325. 


Total  for  4  years 

BRADFIELD. 


,1899,  263 
!  1,207 


Area  64,369  a< 
Pop.  18,130. 


Total  for  4  years 


50  14 
49  13  6 
43    2  0 


27  0 
26    0  3 
22  17 


3  12  11 
3  15 
3  11 
3    2  11 

14   2  4 


16  10  0 

18  10  0 
27  10 

18  10  0 


81    9    9  4  10 


132    4   6  1 
134    4  6 
136  12    6  ! 


11    0   0|  81    0  0 


293  13    5  4 


E  ASTH  AMP  STEAD. 

Area  27,033  acres. 
Pop.  15,763. 

Total  for  4  years 

FARINGDON. 

Area  64,984  acres. 
Pop.  12,312. 

Total  for  4  years 


1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 


28  14  0 
47    4  4 


23  0  0 
22    0  0 


20  12  0 
18  11  10 


22  0 

23  0  0 
26  0  0 

24  0 

95  0  0 


2  10 
1  0 


2  0  0  54  0  0  i 
5   0   0     58   0   0  : 


HUNGEKFORD  AND 
RAMSBTJFvY. 

Area  96,430  acres. 
Pop.  15,565. 

Total  for  4  years 

MAIDENHEAD. 

Area  29,926  acres. 
Pop.  23,554. 


1897 
1898 
1899 


47  16  0 

31  17 

32  14 


46  0 
53    0  0 


16  10  3 
16  12  11 

16    0  9! 


19  0  0  1  0  0 
28    0    0     1    0  0 


0  0 
0  0 


0  0 
0  0 


5  14 
5  17 
5  14 


1  0  0 
1    0  0 


53  13 
76  10  11 


3  9  : 

4  »1  : 


:  2  6  2 
10    0  3 


:  3  11  1,428  14 


274    0    0  4 

272    0   0  4  I 


81    0   0|    4    0  0 


283    0    0  4  41 
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BERKS. 


numeration  is  only  shown  in  those  cases  where  information  as  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the  D.M.O.  has  been  given.  In  the  following 
asthampstead,  faringdon,  wantage,  and  windsor. 

Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


^  Total  Number  of  Primary 
Vaccinations. 

"O  M 
|| 

|i 

3. 

*■  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees.                               Other  Expenses. 

h-  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
"  and  Re-Vaccination. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
•°  and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 
5. 

b 
> 

6. 

-- 

1 
7. 

00  Legal  Proceedings. 

50  Rent. 

—  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

§6 

Is 

Is 

13. 

_£q 
g  S 

|«s 

§•"§ 
14. 

s.  d. 
- 

1  239 
B  379 

1 

12 
1,002 

240 
1,381 

£  s.  d. 
140    1  0 
116  13  0 
164  12  0 

553  12  6 

£  s.  d. 

33  18  1 
31    9  6 
31    1  3 
33    2  1 

£  s.  d. 
- 

- 

£  s.  d. 
- 

£  s.  d. 

£  s.  d. 
3    3  8 
3    6  11 

£  s.  d. 
151    6  2 
590    1  6 

s.  d. 

12  7 
11  6 

8  7 

£  ,  d. 

:  | 
- 

1,252 

2,267 

974  18  6 

129  10  11 

10    5  11 

14    1  8 

1,128  17  0 

10  0 

I  362 

4 
4 

1,378 
274 

366 
667 

90    1  0 
158  14  1 
149  13  6 
637  15  3 

28    6  1 
30  10  6 
27  11  5 
42   2  2 

3    0  0 
9    0  0 
3    0  0 
9    0  0 

- 

12    0  0 
12    0  0 

210    4  7 
700  17  5 

9  11 
11  6 

2  3 
21  0 

128  19  5 
130  18  6 
122  17  11 
128  13  6 

5  2 
5  3 

4  11 

5  2 

1,419 

3,079 

1,036    3  10 

128  10  2 

24    0  0 

- 

60    0  0 

1,248  14  0 

8  1 

511    9  4 

5  1 

I  281 
5  230 

4,215 
3 

281 
233 

101    1  10 
114  13  6 
1,140  19  0 
96  14  6 

34  18  2 
33    2  7 
43    3  0 
30  14  2 

1    0  1 

0  10  8 
0    7  10 

0    3  6 

0    6  1 

1  12  8 
3    2  10 

150    5  6 
130  15  0 

10  5 

10  8 
5  2 

11  3 

229    1  6 
236    3  0 
241    9  0 

265    3  6 

2  2 

2  8 

3  6 
3  5 

1,127 

5,345 

1,453    8  10 

141  17  11 

2    2  1 

0  18  7 

7  18  11 

1,606    6  4 

6    0   971  17  0 

2  10 

253 
!  275 
!  260 

1 

453 
225 

254 
728 
485 

122   0  0 
96    0  0 
122    0  0 
344    0  0 

32   0  0 
28    0  0 
30    0  0 
34   0  0 

- 

2    0  0 
2   0  0 
2    0  0 
4    0  0 

156    0  0 
126    0  0 
154    0  0 
382    0  0 

12  0 
9  11 
4  3 

15  9 

- 

1,048 

1,727 

684   0  0 

124    0  0 

10   0  0 

818    0  0 

9  6 

i  271 

259 
!  277 
261 

4 

431 

65 

275 
259 
708 
326 

84    6  6 
123    8  0 
168  14  0 
180  19  6 

33    5  10 

32  6  3 

33  3  9 
27    7  6 

0  10  0 
0  11  5 

5   4  1 
5    3  5 
5    0  6 
4    9  11 

123    6  5 
160  17  8 
206  18  3 
213    8  4 

9  0 

12  5 
5  10 

13  1 

361  19  6 

349  8  0 
365  17  6 

350  18  6 

2  10 

2  7 
2  8 
2  6 

1,06b 

500 

1,568 

557    8  0 

126    3  4 

1    1  5 

19  17  11 

704  10  8 

9  0 

1,428  3  6 

2  8 

45? 
32 
40 
44. 

1 

- 
- 

1,524 

46C 
321 
401 
1,969 

202    0  0 
139    0  0 
170    0  0 
442   0  0 

59    0  C 
47    0  C 
51    0  C 

62   0  C 

1    0  0 
1    0  0 
1    0  0 
1    0  0 

4    0  0 
1    0  0 

1    0  0 

266    0  0 
188    0  0 
222    0  0 
506    0  0 

11  7 
11  9 
11  1 

5  2 

307    0  0 
298    0  0 
307    0  0 
303    0  0 

4  11 

4  9 
4  11 
4  It 

1,62 

>  1,52, 

3,15 

953    0  0 

219    0  C 

4    0  0 

6    0  0 

1,182    0  0 

7  6 

1,215  0  0 

4  10 

d.  ABINGDON. 


EASTHAMPSTEAD. 


FABINGDON. 


HUNGEBF0BD  AND 
BAMSBUBY. 


MAIDENHEAD. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES 


COUNTY  01 


UNION. 

Foub  Yeabs  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

i 

I. 

^  Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

j  w  Total  Number  of 
•  Re-Vaccinations. 

tf*  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

N 
2 I 

a 

EH  § 
11 

Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f°  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator 
also  D.M.0 

> 
Pi 
5. 

O 
> 
6. 

J1 
7. 

1 
8 

8. 

to  Rent. 

Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

go 

go 

1 

1  g  ' 
13. 

I 

NEWBURY. 

Area  44,216  acres. 
Pop.  21,057. 

Total  for  4  yeai  s 

READING, 

Area  5,876  acres. 
Pop.  72,214. 

Total  for  4  years 
WALLINGFORD. 

Area  42,696  acres. 
Pop.  13,785. 

Total  for  4  years 
*  WANTAGE. 

Area  76,978  aores. 
Pop.  15,608. 

Total  for  4  years 
WINDSOR. 

Area  21,070  acres. 
Pop.  40,289. 

Total  for  4  years 
WOKINGHAM. 

Area  44,401  acres. 
Pop.  17,934. 

Total  for  4  years 
Total  for  the  County 

1 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

189( 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

IS  96 
1897 
1898 
1 W.)! 

282 
302 

275 
1,157 

21 

_ 

303 
302 

275 

£   s.  d 

30  0  0 

31  0  0 
31    0  0 
31    0  0 

£    s.  d 
24    0  0 
26    0  0 
22    0  0 
20    0  0 

£    s.  d 

£    s.  d 

£    s.  d 

10  0  0 

11  0  0 

10   0  0 

£   s.    d.l     £    s.  d. 
8    0    0      72    0  0 
6    0    0      74    0  0 
6    0    0      69    0  0 
6   0   0      67    0  0 

s.  d 
4  9 
4  11 

4  10 

£    s.    d.1  a 
401    0    0  2|| 
410    0    0  2 
408    0    0  2| 

407    0    0  2 

21 

1,178 

123    0  0 

92    0  0 

41    0  0 

.   .  ..... 

26    0    0;    282    0  0 

4  9 

1,626  0  0 

988 
359 
348 
181 

44 
19 
11 

4 

1,032 
37* 

185 

56  12  0 
09    7  6 
41    8  0 
8  17  9 

47  16  8 
80  16  5 
60    7  8 
52  18  8 

2  10  0 
2  10  0 
2  10  0 
2  10  0 

22    0  0 
22    0  0 

16  10  0 

1    5  0 
1    5  C 

1    5  0 

130    3  8 
175  18  11 

82    1  5 

2  6 
9  4 

8  10 

1,876 

78 

1,954 

176    5  3 

241  19  5 

|  10   0  0 

82  10  0 

5    0  0 

515  14  8 

5  3 

288 
266 
216 
244 

288 
266 
216 
244 

30    0  0 
27    4  0 
21  19  6 
27  14  0 

16  8  6 
19  18  6 

17  15  6 
17  11  7 

0  12  0 
0  12  0 

- 

4    5  0 
4    3  8 

3  14  4 

51    5  6 
51  18  2 

48  19  11 

3  7 

3  11 

4  0 

319    0  0 
299    0  0 
270    5  0 
289    0  0 

: 
i 

1,014  - 

1,014 

106  17  6 

71  14  1 

1    4  0 

16  12  8 

196    8  3 

3  10 

1,177  5    o'  1 

1 

293 
339 
313 
345 

1 

50 

1 

294 
389 
313 
346 

38    6  6 

40  18  6 
34  15  0 

8  12  0 
8  10  6 
7  13  6 
7  12  0 

- 
- 

1    4  9 

3  1  9 
6    9  3 

4  9  4 

48    3  3 
52    3  3 
55    1  3 
46  16  4 

3  3 
2  8 

2  8 

262   0  6 
253  14  0 
318  12  10 
311  15  6 

1,290 

52 

1,342 

154  11  0 

32    8  0 

15    5  1 

202    4  1 

3  0 

1,146  2  10 

358 
404 
376 
452 

8 

358 
412 
376 

452 

40    6  0 

45  18  1 
106  11  0 

31  14  6 

29  13  9 
23    6  9 

1  10  0 

0  15  0 

1  5  0 
0  15  0 

12  17  1 

12  2  1 

13  4  4 
11    7  0 

86    7  7 
94    6  0 
90    1  2 
141  19  9 

4  10 
4  7 
4  9 
6  3 

203  18  6 
215    9  6 
200  14  6 
199    2  6 

3 
3 
3 
4 

1,590 

8 

1,598 

239    4  9 

119  14  3 

4   5  0 

49  10  6 

412  14  6 

5  2 

819    5  0 

3 

243 
263 
222 
146 

243 
263 
222 
146 

29    7  0 
33  19  0 
27  11  0 
21    0  6 

11    4  11 

23    9  5 
23    4  0 
23    0  6 

5  16  9 
4  19  11 
4    7  5 
4  15  2 

46    8  8 
62    8  4 
55    2  5 
48  16  2 

3  10 

4  9 

5  0 

6  8 

331    4  0 
335    3  0 
343    0  0 
345    3  10 

6 
5 

e 
e 

874  - 

111  17    6      80  18  10 

19  19  3 

212  15  7 

4  10 

1,354  10  10  erf 

14,442 

389  14,831 

1,836  15    51,112    0  8 

8  15  7 

18    2  6 

194   7  0 

295  18  4 

3,465  19  6 

4  8 

9,419  13  sj 

*  WANTAGE  UNION.—  The  remuneration  of  the  District  Medical  Office 
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BERKS — continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


1> 


Other  Expenses. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


128  141  14  5 
161     110   0  2 


5,580;  187 
1,316  1,142 


61  15 
69  12  0 
104  0 


128  10  0 
123  15 
448  19 


161  16  6 
115  17  0 


4,265|  1,110  19  11 


27  6 
29  1 


2  10 
2  10 
2  10  0 
2  10 


6  0  0j  195  0  0 
5  0  0  174  0  0 

7  0  Oj  192  0  0 
5  0  0  472  0  0 


s  d.  £  s. 
10    9  410  0 


s.  d.  NEWBURY 


0  2  11 

9j  396    0    0  2  9 

3j  410    0    0  2  11 

2  408    0    0  2  10 


7    8 1,624  0  Oj  2  101 


j  10    0  0 


22  14  11 
26  19 
24  17 


50  15  10 

51  3  0 


294  121  16  7 

389  156    4  10 

3,08lj  777  19  10 

427  161  1 


4,19l|  1,218    0  10 


17,184  22,189  39,373  11,965  10  2  2,039  11    3  35    3    1  62    0  9 


1    5    0i    207    4  7 


5  0  294  17  0 
5    0 1 1,292  11 


5    0    0  1,977  19  11 


5  14  8 
4  18  11 


I    4  14  0 


3  7  8  34  13  10 
12    15  10 


187  14  8 
143  10  10 
179  19  5 
326    9  10 


837  14 


READING. 


121    1    0j  0  9| 


12  0 
12  11 
12  0 


WALLINGFORD 


1  4  10 
1  4  11 


299  13 
305  19 


1  1 
1  1 


8    61,238  13  8 


:  55  11    7  1,3 


199  12  6  4 

198    0  0  3 

217  15  0  2  11 

149  12  6 


765    0   0  3  1 


WOKINGHAM. 


5  13  1  174  5  5  11  10.  339  2 
5    2    31    209  15    7  10    9  345  11 


3  19  111    218  17    7  10    3  341 


i  17  111  7    lj  1,360  11   81  1 


258    8    7  14,360  13  10   7    4  10,534  16  2 


icludes  the  salary  of  the  Medical  Officer  for  the  Workhouse. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


The  Column  headed  "Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O.'s 


COUNTY  OF 

does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  Officers.    The  i 

tion  was  not  complete  ; — 


Area  50,395  acres. 
Pop.  22,357. 

Total  for  4  years 
AYLESBURY. 

Area  75,412  acres 
Pop.  24,866. 


BUCKINGHAM. 

Area  54,022  acres. 
Pop.  10,635. 


Area  42,988  acres 
Pop.  34.792 

Total  for  4  years 

NEWPORT 

PAGNELL. 

Area  74,206  acres. 
Pop.  28,000. 

Total  for  4  years 

WINSL0W. 

Area  34,525  acres. 
Pop.  7,034. 

Total  for  4  years 


.  )l  ears  ended  Lady-Day, 


19  17  0 
31  0 
16  16 
8  14  0 


923      76    7  6 


39  18 
44  18  6 


65  18  6 
65  12 

62  17  8 

107  17  0 


2  17 
12  12  0 


31  12 

32  17 


302    5    6    119  7 


38  0  0 

42  0  0 

38  0  0 

20  0  0 

138  0  0 


1  17  6 

2  15  0 
0  19  6 

46    1  2 


50  13  2 


1  10 

1  10  0 

1  10 

1  10  0 


6  0 


3  10 

4  11 


3  11 

2    5  0 


1  0  0 
0  18  0 


12  12 
8  15  0 


j  i 
ll 


Where  the 
=  |  1  Public 
:  J-  I     Vaccinator  is 
snD.M.O.| 


437  12 

440  1 

9    4[  428  0 

1    1  445  4 


3    5  1,750  17  0 


21  8  3 
33    5  6 

22  9  11 
19  15  5 


81  IS  21  4  7  481  13 
98  0  loj  5  4  485  5 
83    8    8   4    5  490  6 


1 


14   3   4  101,947  1  7 


3  18  1 

5    6  5 


15   0  11 
11  8 
11    2  11 


19  13  9 

48  9  0 

33  9  1 

31  6  11 


132  18 


5    01,660  8  6 


121  19  9 
120  8 
162    8  6 


68  0  0 
78  0 


414  17 

415  3 
412  18 
417  10 


5    41,773  2  0 


3    9  1,211  0  0 


116  3 
195  12  8 
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BUCKINGHAM. 


Foub  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Other  Expenses. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


326 
277 
408 
308 

1,319 

21 

642 
69 

331 

298 
1,050 
377 

£    s.  d. 
180  17  0 
124    4  0 
146  12  6 
300  15  6 

£    s.  d. 
33  11  2 
19    9  10 
18  12  3 
63    4  6 

£    s.  d. 
- 

£    s.  d. 
- 

£    s.  d. 
- 

£    s.  d. 
- 

£    s.  d. 
214    8  2 
143  13  10 
165    4  9 
364    0  0 

s.  d. 

12  11 
9  8 
3  2 

19  4 

8  8 

438  10  0 
431    1  1 
442    0  0 
482  10  0 

d. 
2  10 
2  9 

2  8 

3  2 

737 

2,056 

752    9  0 

134  17  9 

- 

- 

887    6  9 

1,794  1  1 

2  10 

487 
308 
378 
335 

4 
12 
236 
269 

491 
320 
614 
604 

161  11  0 

109    8  6 
142  14  6 

162  9  6 

29    7  11 
23  10  6 
23  13  0 
25    2  9 

1    3  10 
1    9  10 

0  16  5 
0    6  8 

_ 

13  12  7 
10    5  1 
9  17  11 
8    9  0 

205  15  4 
144  13  11 
177    1  10 
190    7  11 

8  5 

9  1 

5  9 

6  6 

487  15  6 
494    0  0 
490  10  0 
492    0  0 

2  7 

3  0 
2  6 
2  6 

1,508 

521 

2,029 

576    3  6 

101  14  2 

3  16  9 

- 

42    4  7 

723  19  0 

7  2 

1,964  5  6 

2  7 

147 
147 

253 
324 

1 

2 
40 
128 

148 
149 

293 
452 

85    1  0 
57  18  0 
81    1  6 
178  10  6 

25  17  10 
19  15  8 

22  5  7 

23  7  6 

: 

3    5  5 
3    8  9 

3  2  6 

4  8  8 

114   4  3 

81    2  5 
106    9  7 
206    6  8 

15  5 
10  11 

7  3 
9  2 

409  17  6 

412  10  0 

413  18  6 
416  13  6 

5  3 
5  6 
5  0 
5  4 

871 

171 

1,042 

402  11  0 

91    6  7 

- 

- 

14    5  4 

508    2  11 

9  9 

1,652  19  6 

5  3 

546 
514 
641 
569 

6 
38 
3,306 
508 

552 
552 
3,947 
1,077 

209  13  0 
198  19  0 
946  13  0 
353    6  0 

65  14  2 
64  15  10 

84    3  8 
74   2  0 

1  10  0 
1  10  0 
1  10  0 
1  10  0 

0    9  6 

: 

11    9  10 

11  19  10 

39    6  6 

12  5  11 

288  16  6 
277    4  8 
1,071  13  2 
441    3  11 

10  6 
10  1 

5  5 
8  2 

453    9  0 
450  10  0 
449  10  0 
457  11  0 

1  5 

1  5 

2,270 

3,858 

6,128 

1,708  11  0 

288  15  8 

6    0  0 

0    9  6 

75    2  1 

2,078  18  3 

6  9 

1,811    0  0  15 

705 
464 
442 
536 

1 

2 
52 
403 

706 
466 
494 
939 

284   0  0 
185    0  0 
191    0  0 
315   0  0 

113    0  0 

78    0  0 
75    0  0 
86    0  0 

4   0  0 

1  0  0 

2  0  0 
2    0  0 

5    0  0 

110  0 
10    0  0 
9    0  0 
9    0  0 

417    0  0 
274   0  0 
277    0  0 
412    0  0 

11  10 
11  9 
11  3 

8  9 

299    0  0 
303    0  0 
312    0  0 
298    0  0 

2  5 
2  5 
2  5 
2  5 

2,147 

458 

2,605 

975    0  0 

352    0  0 

9    0  0 

5    0  0 

39    0  0 

1,380    0  0 

10  7 

1,212  0  0 

2  5 

105 
76 

101 
70 

2 
180 
3 

105 
78 

281 
73 

60    2  6 
36    0  10 
75    3  4 
39  15  10 

19  14  5 

11  15  6 
16    7  6 

12  2  0 

79  16  11 
47  16  4 
91  10  10 
51  17  10 

15  3 
12  3 
6  6 
14  3 

202  14  0 

197  4  6 

198  17  0 

204    2  9 

4  8 
4  6 
4  7 
4  8 

352 

185 

537 

211    2  6 

59  19  5 

271    1  11 

10  1 

802  18  3 

4  7 

BUCKINGHAM. 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Total  for  4  years 


Total  for  the  County 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1 


776      70  17  4 


42  11  0 
46  0 


156  18    5  172 


966    4    1     543    7    7  25  17  5 


85    3    6  296  12 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


4  11  7    7  485  19    0.  2 


101  18  0 
79  10  10  4  3 


6  4  101,671  17  0  1 


1  4    9  10,723  10  9 
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BUCKINGHAM — continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Total  Number  ot  Primary  1 
Vaccinatious. 

4  Total  Number  of 
R  e- Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
and  Re-Vaccination. 

h— -  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination  1 
5s  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

UNION. 

c- 

1 

f 
7. 

ao  Legal  Proceedings. 

9. 

—  Miscellaneous 
°  Expenses. 

_.  Total  Remunera- 
f°  tion  of  D.M.O.'s. 

_  Average  Cost  per  1 
^  Visit  of  D.M.O.  1 

10 

)1 

)2 
)3 

968 
683 
805 
794 

1 

4 
232 
192 

969 
687 
1,037 
986 

£   s.  d. 
418    0  0 
324   0  0 
342   0  0 
394   0  0 

£    s.  d, 
94    1  4 
54  18  0 
61  10  4 

69    3  0 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d 
1    9  0 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 
16    5  2 
16  11  8 
16  14  11 

7    6  9 

£    s.  d. 
528    6  6 
395    9  8 
420    5  3 
471  18  9 

s.  d. 

10  11 

11  6 

8  1 

9  7 

£    s.  d. 
409  12  6 
319  19  0 
322    7  6 
543  16  6 

s.  d. 
1  11 
1  8 

1  11 

2  2 

WYCOMBE. 

3,250 

429 

3,679 

1,478    0  0 

279  12  8 

1    9  0 

56  18  6 

1,816    0  2 

9  10 

1,595  15  6 

1  11 

11,717 

6,359 

18,076 

6,103  17  0 

1,308    6  3 

18  16  9 

6  18  6 

227  10  6 

7,665    9  0 

8  6 

10,8321910 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUJMTY  OF 


The  Column  headed  "  Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O.'s  "  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  officers.  T 

Unions  such  information  was  riot  complete  :- 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  i; 
also  D.M.O. 


CAMBRIDGE. 

Area,  3,233  acres. 
Pop.,  38,393. 

Total  for  4  years 

CAXTON  AND 
ARRINGTON. 

Area,  51,403  acres. 
Pop.,  8,396. 

Total  for  4  years 

CHESTERTON. 

Area,  80,995  acres. 
Pop.,  33,237. 

Total  for  4  years 


Area,  80,747  acres. 
Pop.,  20.094. 

Total  for  4  years 
LINTON. 

Area,  51,087  acres. 
Pop.,  11,257. 

Total  for  4  years 

NEWMARKET. 

Area,  101,353  acres. 
Pop.,  32,101. 

Total  for  4  years 


34  17 
33  13 


22  0  0 
21    0  0 


26  14  0 

27  1 
45  12 


2  17  7 

3  4  4 
3  2  10 
3  11  1 


7  16  0 
7  16  0 


12  15  10 


8  0  0 

10  0  0 

8  0  0 

8  0  0 


34   0  0 


42  1 
42  17  10 
42  5  10 
35  12  10 


163  14 


9  5  4 
8    9  0 


1  10  0 

2  0  0 


12  9  1 
12  10  8 


14  12  5 

14    2  1 

12    0  3 

12    0  4 


52  15  1 


3  4  10 

3  3 

3  I  5 

3  2 


12  12  2 


10  18  4 

10  16  2 

11  12  4 
11    6  2 

44  13  0 


37    0  0 
40   0    0   3  10 


157    0    0    4  101,341 


109  10  11 
100  12 


62  14 
56  3 
46  15 


143  17 
146  15 


79  19  0 

76  16  0 

77  17  0 


190  2  0  II 
187  3 


312  10  0 
338  15 
355   0  0 


4    61,366  8  9  1 


CAMBRIDGE. 

■enumeration  is  only  shown  in  those  eases  where  information  as  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the  D.  J.  has  !  een  given.  In  th^  .ollowing 
Dhesterton,  Ely,  Linton  and  Wisbech. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


K,  Total  Number  of  Primary  1 
Vaccinations.  j 

w  Total  Number  of 
Re- Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

h-  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
r  and  Re-Vaccination. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f0  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

5. 

6 
> 
6. 

$ 
8 

Pn 

7. 

i 

8. 

9. 

_  Miscellaneous  1 
®  Expenses. 

_  Total  Remunera- 
f  tion  of  D.M.O.'s. 

h-  Average  Cost  per 
^  Visit  of  D.M.O. 

394 
458 

625 

1 

4,254 

£    s.  d. 
394     139    0  6 
459     148  19  0 
590     188  15  0 
4,879     938    2  0 

£    s.  d. 
70  11  5 

81    8  6 
81    1  4 

£    s.  d. 
3    9  10 

3  16  11 

3  12  4 

£    s.  d. 
2    2  0 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 

11  8  10 

12  6  0 

86    1  3 

£    s.  d. 
226  12  7 
241    5  3 

1,108  16  11 

s.  d. 
11  8 
10  6 

4  7 

£    s.  d. 
73  13  0 
77    4  6 

244  19  0 

s.  d. 

1'  1 
1  1 

1  5 

2,057 

4,265 

6,322  1,414  16  0 

310    0  1 

14    0  6 

2    2  0 

- 

120    7  0 

1,861    6  1 

5  11 

556  18  6 

li  4 

172 
151 

150 

2 
46 

174 
151 
942 
196 

78    0  0 
62    0  0 
103    0  0 
291    0  0 

16    0  0 

14  0  0 

15  0  0 

- 

- 

- 

10    0  0 
6    0  0 

18    0  0 

104    0  0 

80    0  0 

324    0  0 

11  11 
10  7 

33  1 
8  8 

335    4  0 

332  4  0 

333  4  0 
320    4  0 

3  4 
3  4 

3  3 

781 

1,463 

534    0  0 

57    0  0 

42    0  0 

633    0  0 

1,320  18  0 

3  4 

562 
546 

630 

2 
13 

905 

564 
559 
2,668 
1,535 

236  18  6 
207    4  9 
520    0  2 
281  13  0 

54  11  9 

45    4  0 
44  11  3 

0  10  0 
0  10  0 
0  10  0 
0  10  0 

9  14  11 
10    0  11 

9  18  6 
9    9  0 

301  15  2 
266    5  8 
575  12  8 
336    3  3 

10  8 
9  6 

4  5 

189  13  0 
204    6  0 
207  18  0 
209  18  6 

1  0 
1  2 
1  2 
1  2 

2,339 

2,987 

5,326 

1,245  16  5 

192  17  0 

2    0  0 

39    3  4 

1,479  16  9 

5  7 

811  15  6 

1  1 

549 
364 

444 

232 
638 

549 
364 
599 
1,082 

213  11  6 
142  15  0 
213    0  6 
363    4  0 

57  11  7 

41  18  9 
39    4  5 

42  7  7 

- 

- 

11    0  0 

8    0  0 

11    0  0 

282    3  1 
192  13  9 

416  11  7 

10  3 
10  7 

7  8 

195    0  0 
278    0  0 
330    0  0 
338    0  0 

4  11 
4  11 

4  8 

1,724 

870 

2,594 

932  11  0 

181    2  4 

- 

40    0  0 

1,153  13  4 

8  11 

1,141  0  0 

4  8 

206 
211 
241 
213 

37 
21 
1,894 
101 

243 
232 
2,135 
314 

90    5  6 
96  10  6 
614    6  0 
94    6  0 

19    7  10 

19  13  9 
19    2  2 

- 

- 

3    3  6 
3    2  0 
3    0  9 
2  19  10 

112  16  10 
118  18  2 
637    0  6 
116    8  0 

9  3 
10  3 

6  0 

7  5 

871 

2,053 

2,924     895    8  0 

77    9  5 

- 

12    6  1 

985    3  6 

6  9 

1  9 
1  9 
1  6 
1  8 

667 
727 
724 
738 

12 
13 
817 
1,222 

679 
740 
1,541 
1,960 

274  15  0 
250  10  0 

293    8  6 
677    2  0 

54  11  5 

55  14  1! 
59    9  3 
69  19  1 

- 

11  17  4 
11  12  6 

11  16  8 

12  2  4 

341    3  9 
317  17  5 
364  14  5 
759    3  5 

10  1 

8  7 
4  9 
7  9 

380    5  61 
388  19  6 

386  11  0 

387  1  0 

2,856 

2,064 

4,920 

1,495  15  6 

239  14  8 

47    8  10 

1,782  19  0 

7  3 

,542 17  0 

1  8 

CAXT0N  AND 
ARRINGT0N 


CHESTERTON. 


NFWMARKET 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  I 


COUNTY  OP 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  ! 


n 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


NORTH 
WITCHFORL. 

Area  59,584  acres. 
Pop.  16,994. 

Total  for  4  years 

WHITTLESEY. 

Area  26,180  acres. 
Pop.  7,103. 


Area  111,789  acres. 
Pop.  33,106. 


Total  for  4  years 


Total  for  the  County 


29  14  0 
25    2  0 


20  0  0 

21  0  0 
17  0 


0  0 
0  0 


16  17  0 
9  12  0 


5  11 

7    0  3 

7  19  0 

6  15  9 


28  0  0 
20    7  9 


134    6  0  41$ 

136    0  9  4|l 

133    3  2  2§ 

139  11  8  3l 


27  6 


543  1 


2  0  0 
1    0  0 


0  0 
0  0 


0    0    3    0  0 


1    0   0138  6 


400  0 
385  0 
395  0 


CAMBRIDGE— continued. 


APPENDIX. 


»  Lady- Day,  1-903. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


§  § 


31 


112  2 
102  10  0 
105  10 


46  0 

41  0  0 

37  0 

41  0  0 

165  0  0 


70  10 
48    0  0 


236  0  0 
236    0  0 


28    2  10 
16  12 
21  14 
21  15  0 

88    4  4 


46  0 
48    0  0 


0  0 
0  0 


1,523    7  10  18    0  6 


150  10  0 
148  10 


64  12  0 
97  13 
78  18 


231  0  0 

241  0 

222  0 

225  0  0 

0    0  ! 


135  17 
137  15 


14    0    0    297    0    0  1 


:  16    6    2    0    0  379    5    310,375  1  0 


NORTH 
WITCHFORD. 


l  ll 

1  10 


WHITTLESEY. 


WISBECH. 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OP 

The  Column  headed  "  Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O.'s  "  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  officers.  The 

Unions  the  information  was  not  complete  : — Co>"gletox, 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day  ISUt). 


^  Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

S  | 
*  1 

3. 

^  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

N 

>  a 

p 

o  "° 
11 

I  a 
°.s 

Jj 
I  ^ 

41 

12. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator^ 
also  D.M.O. 

> 

5. 

6 
> 
6. 

7. 

oo  Legal  Proceedings. 

9. 

_  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

Id 

ft 
Sn 

il 

13. 

h 

= 

14 

s. 
2 

2 
2 

7  1,065 
5  1,000 
)  923 

5 
2 
1 
1 

1,084 
1,067 
1,001 
924 

£    s.  d. 
87    7  6 

81    4  6 
147  18  0 

£   s.  d 
96  18  6 
100  13  ( 
103  13  0 
105  17  0 

£    s.  d 
10  12  7 

12  15  5 
8  12  3 

£    s.  d 

- 

1    0  0 

£    s.  d 
41    3  0 

44    3  0 
17    6  6 

£    s.  d. 
59    0  2 
65    3  3 

64  10  6 

65  2  4 

£   s.  d 
295    1  9 
307    4  0 
307    6  5 
344  16  1 

s.  d 
5  S 
5  S 

7  e 

£    s.  d. 

103  10  0 
101    0  0 

104  0  0 
100  19  6 

4,067 

9 

4,076 

402  15  6 

407    2  0 

43  19  0 

1    0  0 

145  15  6 

253  16  3 

1,254    8  3 

6    2J  409    9  6 

2 

604 
613 

573 
569 

2 
2 

604 
613 
575 
571 

56    0  0 

48    0  0 
45    0  0 

64  0  0 

65  0  0 
176    0  0 

- 

12    0  0 

11    0  0 

9    0  0 

7    0  0 
7    0  0 
5    0  0 
4    0  0 

139    0  0 
134    0  0 
129    0  0 
234    0  0 

4    7  333    0  0 
4    4  324   0  0 
4    6  330   0  0 
8    2  335    0  0 

3 

3 
3 

2,359 

4 

2,363 

201    0  0 

369   0  0 

- 

- 

43    0  0 

23    0  0 

636    0  0 

5    51,322  0  0 

3 

500 
469 
442 
364 

- 

500 
469 
442 
364 

43    0  0 
40    0  0 
38    0  0 
28    0  0 

45  0  0 

42    0  0 

46  0  0 

6    0  0 

3    0  0 

5    0  0 

- 

6    0  0 

6    0  0 
6    0  0 

25    0  0 
25    0  0 
23    0  0 
23    0  0 

125    0  0 
115    0  0 
112    0  0 
108    0  0 

5  0 

4  11 

5  1 
5  11 

110    0  0 
141    0  0 
148    0  0 
140    0  0 

J 

1 
1 

1,775 

1,775 

149    0  0 

176    0  0 

18    0  0 

- 

21    0  0 

96    0  0 

460    0  0 

5  2 

539    0  0 

1 

545 
552 
496 
514 

1 
1 
1 

2 

! 

546      46    0  0 
553      90   0  0 
497      81    0  0 
516    106    0  0 

19    0  0 

25  0  0 

26  0  0 
28    0  0 

1    0  0 

1    0  0 
1    0  0 

- 

12    0  0 

12    0  0 
12   0  0 

11    0  0 

11  0  0 
13    0  0 

12  0  0 

89    0  0 
139    0  0 
133    0  0 
159    0  0 

3  3 
5  0 

5  4 

6  2 

61    0  0 
61    0  0 
61    0  0 

4 
6 

2,107 

5 

2,112 

323   0  0 

98    0  0 

4    0  0 

48    0  0 

47    0  0 

520   0  0 

4  11 

183    0  0 

6 

756 
774 
620 
840 

2 

756 
774 
620 
842 

66    0  0 
71    0  0 
68    0  0 
51    0  0 

43   0  0 

42  0  0 

43  0  0 
39    0  0 

3    0  0 
3    0  0 
3    0  0 
3   0  0 

14    0  0 
14    0  0 
14    0  0 
14   0  0 

20    0  0 
20   0  0 
20    0  0 
20    0  0 

146    0  0 
150    0  0 
148    0  0 
127    0  0 

3  10 

3  11 

4  9 
3  0 

365    0  0 
371    0  0 
378    0  0 
374    0  0 

1 
1 
1 
1 

2,990 

2,992 

256   0  0 

167    0  0 

12   0  0 

56    0  0 

80    0  0 

3  10 

1,488  0  0 

851 
774 
838 
)  774 

4 
3 
1 

22 

855 
777 
839 
796 

75    2  0 
67  14  0 
74  10  6 
134  18  6 

37    6  3 
35    8  8 
35    7  7 
48    3  8 

14  19  0 
16    5  0 
16    5  0 
10  11  0 

31  3  6 

32  18  1 
34    2  4 
34  17  8 

158  10  9 
152    5  9 
160    5  5 
228  10  10 

3  9 
3  11 
3  10 
5  9 

3,237 

30 

3,267 

352    5  0 

156    6  2 

58    0  0 

133    1  7 

699  12  9 

4  3 

! 

BIRKENHEAD. 

Area,  9,240  acres. 
Pop.,  165,171. 

Total  for  4  years 
BTJCKL0W. 

Area,  75,413  acres. 
Pop.,  79,595. 

Total  for  4  years 
CHESTER 

Area,  38,713  acres. 
Pop.,  54,639. 

Total  for  4  years 

'I 

C0NGLET0N. 

Area,  60,570  acres 
Pop.,  32,534. 

otal  for  4  years 
MACCLESFIELD 

Area,  85,887  acres. 
Pop.,  59,354. 

Total  for  4  years 

NANTWICH. 

Area,  101,354  acres. 
Pop.,  72,993. 

Total  for  4  years 


J 
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139 


CHESTER. 

numeration  is  only  shown  in  those  cases  where  information  as  to  the  .number  of  visits  made  by  the  D.M.O.  has  been  given.    In  the  followiu  ■ 

ANTWICH,   NORTHWICH,   TARVIN   and  WlRRAL. 

Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Other  Expei 


Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


1,644 
1,517 
1,845 
2,043 


7,049 


1,534 
6,963 
5,201 


1,297  12  0 
1,121  < 


£  s.  d. 

226  10  C 

223  10  6 

231  16 

253  16 


5    8  0 

2  10 

3  14  0 


£  s.  d. 

848  1  8 

776  14  4 

1,559  2  5 

1,449  16  5 


15,354  3,447  11  0 


935  13 


1,14' 
1,146 


3,087   7,138:1,700    00     611    00    800  100 


1,184 
1,079 
1,160 
1,351 

4,774 


819     249    0  0 


3,253 
2,108 


294  0  0 

352  0  0 

375  0  0 

861  0  0 

:  1,882  0  0 


214  0  0 
319  0  0 
456    0  0 


1,725 

2,132 


1,437 
1,781 


395  0  0 
597    0  0 


106  19 
103  17 
97  11 
106  15 


t.  BIRKENHEAD. 


100  0 
105  0 


273  19    5  4,673  14  10   6  1 


411    0   0  2  7 


7    0  0 

12    0  0, 


0,  458  0  0 
0  459  0  0 
0  1,006    0  0 


35    0    0  2,355    0  0 


20  0  0 
20  0  0 
19  0 


o  o  : 
o  o  ; 

333  0 


13  0 
12  0 


508  0  0 
287    0  0 


138  0 
132  0 

0  0 
146  0 

547    0  0 


0    0  ! 

0    0  ! 


376  0 

0  0 


MACCLESFIELD. 


6  o 
6  10 


5  1,462  0    0  1  7 


31  12 
0  10 


506  10 
590    7  10 
696    0  11 


131    9    0  2,334  19  3 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  0 


NORTHWICH. 

Area,  62,569  aores. 
Pop.,  54,735. 

Total  for  4  years 
RUNCORN. 

Area,  50,434  acres. 
Pop.,  39,735. 

Total  for  4  years 

STOCKPORT. 

Area,  28,466  acres. 
Pop.,  156,308. 

Total  for  4  years 

TARVIN. 

Area,  63,069  acres. 
Pop.,  15,258. 

Total  for  4  years 

WIRRAL 

Area,  45,573  acres 
Pop.,  44,316. 

Total  for  4  years 
Total  for  the  County 


Fottb  Yeaes  ended  Lady-Day,  ] 


i  ^  Total  Number  of  Primary  1 
I  •   Vacoinations.  j 

w  Total  Number  of 

•    Re-Vaccinations.  ! 

Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f  and  Re-Vaccination. 

_  Averago  Cost  of  Vaccination 
!°  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator 
also  D.M.C 

t> 
CM 
5. 

> 

6. 

I 
1 

CM 

7. 

| 

1 
1 
CM 
1 

8. 

d 

9. 

_  Miscellaneous 

P  Expenses.  1 

| ...  | 

13. 

1,218 
1,244 
1,195 
1,023 

1,21S 
1,244 
1,195 
1,023 

£  s.  d 
130  17  0 
135    2  8 
128    3  0 
196    0  6 

£  s.  d. 
62    3  4 
61  13  4 
61    5  4 
112    3  9 

£  s.  d. 
2  15  6 

2  14  6 

3  5  7 
1  11  2 

£   s.  d. 

£  s.  d 
11  10  0 
11  10  0 
11    5  0 
11  10  0 

£  s.  d. 
32    0  5 

31  18  7 

32  13  1 

33  6  6 

I 

£   s.  d.    s.  d.      £  s.  d.|s| 
239    6    3   3  11  433    5   0  5 
242  19    1    3  11  471    7    1  ]| 
236  12   0  4    0  483    7    6  1 
354  11  Hi  6  11  444  10    0  ]| 

4,680 

4,680 

590    3  2 

297    5  9 

10    6  9 

- 

45  15  0 

129  18  7 

1,073    9    3   4    7  1,832  10  0  j 

525 
574 
540 
577 

6 

6 
4 

531 
574 
546 
581 

43  13  6 

60  4  0 
57  13  0 

61  1  0 

40    0  7 
54    6  10 
53  14  11 

56    3  9 

11  15  0 
9    5  0 
9    5  0 
8  15  0 

4  10  0 

7  10  9 

8  10  0 
3  14  6 

99  19  1 
131    6  7 
129    2  11 
129  14  3 

3  9i  289  12   6  ! 

4  7,  289   0   9  i 
4    9!  282  18   0  < 
4    6  309   0   0  ! 

2,216 

16 

2,232 

222  11  6 

204   6  1 

- 

39    0    0(  24    5  3 

490    2  10 

4    51,170  11  3  ! 

874 
934 
1,001 
1,452 

10 
3 
4 

17 

884 
937 
1,005 
1,469 

124  13  4 
119  10  2 
135    4  0 
130  16  0 

79    0  6 

88  7  0 

89  2  2 
74  12  9 

9  10  0 
9  10  0 
9  10  0 
9  10  0 

- 

22  16  0 
22  16  0 
22  16  0 
22  16  0 

61    0  10 

58  1  6 

59  3  7 
57  13  2 

297  0  8 

298  4  8 
315  15  9 
295    7  11 

6  9 
6  4 
6  3 

417  10   0  : 
392  15  0 
416    2   2  j 
394   7  6 

4,261 

34 

4,295 

510    3  6 

331    2  5 

38    0  0 

- 

91    4  0 

235  19  1 

1,206    9  0 

5    7  1,620  14  8 

261 
253 
296 
270 

1,080 

2 
1 

2 

261 

255 
297 
272 

33    1  6 
31    8  0 
35  18  6 
39  16  6 

12  15  1 
12    8  0 
11    5  0 
10  18  7 

- 

5    5  7 
7    9  1 
5    9  5 
12    0  4 

51    2  2 

51  5  1 

52  12  11 
62  15  5 

3  11 

4  0 

3  7 

4  7 

92    7  0 
127    7    6  ! 
130  15  9 
127  16   4  7 

5 

1,085 

140    4  6 

47    6  8 

30    4  5 

217  15  7 

4  0 

478    6    7  ' 

419 
383 
370 
415 

419 
383 
370 
415 

48    3  6 
45    6  6 
43  15  6 
65    5  0 

43    5  0 
48  10  0 
51  14  0 
40  17  0 

0   8  6 

6  10  0 
11  10  0 
13  10  0 
17    0  0 

14    7  10 
14  12  8 

14  8  9 

15  0  2 

112  14  10 
119  19  2 
123    8  3 
138    2  2 

6  3 
6  8 
6  8 

140    0  0 
132   0   0  I 
132    0   0  8 
140    0   0  9 

1,587 

1,587 

202  10  6 

184    6  0 

0    8  6 

48  10    0  58    9  5 

494    4  5 

6    3  544   0  0 

30,359  105 

30,464 

3,349  13  8 

2,437  15  1 

126    5    9j    1    8  6 

596    4  6 

1,111  14  7 

7,623    2  1 

5    ojo,587  12  0  | 

APPENDIX. 


CHESTER — coutiii  ual. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Other  Exper 


1,128 
1,084 


1,134  425  16  6  165  19  4  2  10  0 
1,086    387  14    6     156    5    7:    1    9  6 


157  15  Oj  1  8  11 
160  19  11     1  14  4' 


26  15  7  621  1    510  11 

26  11  7  572  1  210 

24  10  4  719  14  314 

28  19  21  742  14  11 


4,946  1,900  12    6    640  19  10    7    2  9 


106  16    8  2,655  11    910  9 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


s.  d. 


.  d.  N0RTHWICH. 


455  17  6  1  10 

430    5  0  1  10 

436    2  0  1  8 

426  10  0  2  0\ 


1,74814    6   1  10 


692 


691  260  2  6  96  7 

696  264  0  6  97  12 

1,196  289  15  0  94  18 

1,646!  475  19  2'  100  12 


2,978l   1,251    4,229;  1,289  17    2;    389  10  3 


)  10  0  356  19 
)    7    6    362  0 


710    4  314    5  0 


5!  297  10  0  3  0 
384  13  2  6  5  300  0  Oj  3  0 
577    8    9  7    0!  297    0    0   3  0 


5,1,681    1  11  7  11  1,208  15    0   3  0 


1,851  745  15  2  273  16  4  9  10  0  12  10  6 
1,951    626  18    5    182    5  10    9  10  0 


2,122  282  2,404  688  14  6  180  18  llj 
2,451    1,198    3,649    913  15    3    198    2  11 


8,335    1,520    9,855  2,975 


9  10  0 
9  10  0 


0    0  14   9  10 


56  4  7  1,097  16  7  11  11  388  2  1  1  9 

57  2  3  875  16  6  9  0  385  13  3  1  9| 
52  18  8  934  1  5  7  9  377  16  1  1  8 
54  17  3  1,176  5  5  6  5  385  1  0  1  9| 


221    2    9  4,083  19  11  8    31,536  12    5    1  9 


102  10  0  19  14 
93  2  6  18  18 
85  18    6      17  15 


6  15  11     129    0    8j  8  11 


112  2  8j  2 
264  16  716 


138  12  5 
130  18  2 
128  1  11 
133  14  8 


1,122;     601  1,723 


!  19    0      74  16  6 


39  10    3    623  5 


'531    7    2  3  0 


6       543     140  4 


3,053  568  11  0 
1,339  331 


3,133    5,473  1,207  3 


69  15  4  0  10  8 
75  0  6  0  10  9 
72  18    4  0 


15  15    9  226    6    3  8 

17  13  10  260    8  10  9 

15    2    7|  657    5  10  4 

38    5    9  449  14  11  6 


297  14   2    1  11    6|    0  8 


138    0  0  0 

167    0  0  0 

172  15  10 

176    0  0  0 


■  17  11  1,593  15  10  5  10  653  15    1   0  9 


44,878  24,324  69,202  19,591    (5    9  5,244    2  11  67  14    3  32  14  10 


)  1,10210  6j26,041  9    3  7    6  10,054  4  2 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 

The  Column  headed  "Total  Eemuneration  of  D.M.O.'s"  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  officers.    The  : 

Unions  the  information  was  not  complete  : — 


ST.  AUSTELL. 

Area,  58,481  acres. 
Pop.,  32,935. 

Total  for  4  years 

BODMIN. 

Area,  89,179  acres. 
Pop.,  19,263. 

Total  for  4  years 
CAMELFORD. 

Area,  52,545  acres. 
Pop.,  7,187. 

Total  for  4  years 
DOLUMB,  ST.,  MAJOR. 

Area,  78,068  acres. 
Pop.,  15,418. 

Total  for  4  years 
FALMOUTH. 

Area,  '25,296  acres. 
Pop.,  23,148. 

Total  for  4  years 
iERMANS,  ST. 

Area,  43,032  acres. 
Pop.,  21,866. 

Total  for  4  years 


349      37    7  0 


11  3 

23  13 


25  13 
21  8 


Other  Expenses. 


0  10    9  0 

8  18  6 

;  10    8  6 

10  13  6 


1    4    0  40    9  6 


2  14  10 
2  16 
2  11 
2  12 


10  14  8 


H  S 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


77  10    4,  4  01  51  10 

86    3    8  4  11  52  0 

86  13  11  6  0  53  0 

74  16    9  6  6  51  10 


0  2H 

0  2 


325  10    8  5    2  208    0    0  1  H 


55  18  4  3  5  304  0  Oil 

56  11  4j  3  4.  304  0  0  1 
55    2  9  3  7  304  0  0  11 
79  12  2  5  1  314  0  0  1  H 


3  10  1,226   0  0  If 


25    8  6 

38  13  5 

27  15  9 

55    0  4 


I  ■ 

4  6  107  2  6  3 
6  3:  111  3  6  3 
3  9  98  10  0  3 
6    7  111    9    0  3 


5    0  3 


20  0  0 
20    0  0 


1  10  0 

1  10  0 

1  10 

1  10 


63  0  0j  5  0    80  15    0  1 

55  O  Oj  5  0 

53  0  0  5  1 

51  0  0  5 


76  15    0!  1 


0    0i  24    0    0     222    0   0  5    1  317  18    9  1 


17    0    0    6  0 


0  0  17  13 

0  0!  19  10 

0  0  18  10 

0  01  14  19 


32    0    0      70  12    0 10  0 


125  0  0  2 
119  0  o;  2 


17  0  0 
16    0  0 


40  0  0 
48  0  o|  3  3 

41  0  0;  3  6 
46  0  Oj  2  11 

175  0  Oi  3  2 


211  0 

206  0 
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CORNWALL. 

,muneration  is  only  shown  in  those  cases  where  information  as  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the  D.M.O.  has  been  give*.    In  the  followiu 


iskeard,  Redruth,  Stratton. 


Four  Yba&s  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


^  l  otal  Number  of  Primary 
Vaccinations. 

w  Total  Number  of 
'  Re-Vaccinations. 

■£ 

O 

1 
£ 

| 

4. 

Total  Foes. 

0  Jier  Expenses. 

h-  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
and  Re-Vaccination. 

ll 

1  ? 

2  j 

12. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 
Si 
5. 

O 
> 

a. 

»  Legal  Proceedings. 

0. 

h-  Miscellaneous 
®  Expenses. 

»-  Total  Remuncra- 
5°  tion  of  D.M.O.'s. 

I6. 

<> 

14. 

715 
630 
602 
599 

4 
6 
96 
95 

719 
636 

694 

£    s.  d. 
284    3  0 
215    2  0 
204  14  0 
258  12  6 

£    s.  d. 
83    9  6 
58  19  11 
56  11  6 
60    1  8 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 
13  14  6 
12    1  7 
12    8  3 
12  12  7 

£    s.  d. 
381    7  0 
286    3  6 
273  13  9 
331    6  9 

s.  d. 
10  7 
9  0 

9  7 

£    s.  d. 
51  10  0 
51  10  0 
51  10  0 
53  12  0 

2  0 

1  7 

2  0 

2,546 

201 

2,747 

962  11  6 

259    2  7 

50  16  11  1,272  11  0 

9  3 

208    2  0 

1  11 

310 
314 

368 
308 

1 
1 

174 
21 

311 
315 

329 

112    1  0 
112    5  0 
162    0  6 
111  12  6 

21    3  5 
21  14  9 

25  14  2 
20    2  5 

- 

- 

2  10  8 

2  8  3 

3  1  4 
2  11  4 

135  15  1 

136  8  0 
190  16  0 
134    6  3 

8  9 
8  8 

7  0 

8  2 

314   0  0 
314    0  0 
314    0  0 
314    0  0 

2  0 

1,300 

197 

■■ 

1,497 

497  19  0 

88  14  9 

10  11    7    597    5  4 

8  0 

1,256  0  0 

2  1 

184 
142 
149 
152 

3 

106 
29 

187 
142 

181 

46  2  6 
49    3  0 

47  18  0 
70    0  0 

11  5  9 

12  7  0 
16    6  0 
16  18  6 

_ 

2  10  9 
2    9  1 
2  10  4 
2  14  1 

59  19  0 
•    63  19  1 
66  14  4 
89  12  7 

9  0 
5  3 
9  11 

107    0  6 
111    0  6 
109  12  0 
129  13  0 

3  11 

4  7 
4  0 
4  10 

627 

138 

765 

213    3  6 

56  17  3 

- 

10    4  3 

280    5  0 

7  4 

457    6  0 

4  4 

357 
303 
294 
251 

2 
21 
49 
276 

359 
324 

527 

146    0  0 
139    0  0 
135    0  0 
197    0  0 

32    0  0 
31    0  0 

27  0  0 

28  0  0 

_ 

- 

_ 
- 

6    0  0 
6    0  0 
6    0  0 
6    0  0 

184    0  0 
176    0  0 
168    0  0 
231    0  0 

10  3 
10  10 
9  10 
8  9 

86    0  0 
78    0  0 
74    0  0 
74    0  0 

2  0 
2  0 

1  11 

2  0 

1,205 

348 

1,553 

617    0  0 

118    0  0 

24    0  0 

1 

759    0    0  9  9 

312    0  0 

D  394 

1  1,181 

2  742 

3  49C 

1 
1 

38 

8 

395 
1,182 
78C 
501 

102    0  0 
310    0  0 
202    0  0 
130    0  C 

23    0  0 
82    0  0 
49    0  0 
49    0  0 

1  10  0 
1  10  0 
1  10  0 
1  10  0 

6    0  0 
6    0  0 

5  0  0 

6  0  0 

132  10  0 
399  10  0 
257  10  0 
186  10  0 

6  9 
6  9 

6  7 

7  5 

130    0  0 
123    0  0 
129    0  0 
122    0  0 

2  10 
2  8 
2  10 

2  8 

2,81( 

48 

2,85? 

744    0  C 

203    0  C 

6    0  0 

23    0  0 

976    0  0 

6  10 

504    0  0 

2  9 

0  34 

1  35 

2  35 

3  31 

7  3( 
3  55< 
0  10 

373    129    0  ( 
)      387     146    0  ( 
)      918!    117    0  ( 
3      416    274  0 

34   0  ( 
J      37    0  ( 
)      35    0  ( 
)      37    0  ( 

- 

) 
) 

- 

- 

163    0  ( 
183    0  ( 
152    0  ( 
311    0  ( 

8  9 

9  5 
3  4 

14  11 

192    0  C 
210    0  C 
203    0  C 
210    0  ( 

1  0 
1  2 
1  1 
1  2 

1,37 

2  72 

2   2,094    666  0 

1 

)    143    0  ( 

) 

809    0  ( 

7    9  815    0  0 

1  1  1 

ST.  AUSTELL. 


CAMELF0RD. 


C0LUMB,  ST.,  MAJOR 


GERMANS,  ST. 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Da*,  1899. 


Area,  73,334  acres. 
Pop.,  20,779. 

Total  for  4  years 

LAUNCESTON, 

|       Area,  104,663  acres. 
Pop.,  14,311. 

Total  for  4  years 


Area,  107,851  acres. 
Pop.,  23,946. 


Area,  64,880  acres. 
Pop.,  49,222. 


Total  for  4  years 


I      Area,  40,426  acres. 
Pop.,  48,105. 


Total  for  4  years 


Area  55,220  acres. 
Pop.  7,322. 


Total  for  4  years 


62    8  6 
51  10 
29    0  6 


17  1  6 

18  15  9 


36    0  6 

35    5  0 

38  16  0 

43    0  3 


153  1 


19  17  10 
19  14  10 
19  10  2 
16  18  3 


76    1  1 


28    9  4  17  13  10 

40  13  0  19  11 

31  11  6  17  13 

19    7  Oj  17  3 


120    0  101      72    2  0 


2,689     381  19  6 


23  1  6 
26  18  5 
23  11  0 
38    6  11 


111  17  10 


1  19  10 

1  14 

2  2  10 


9  17  0 

11  12  0 
14  7 

8    7  0 


44 


Where  I  ho 
Public 
Vaccinator  1 
also  D.MO. 


8  8  7 

7  13  7 

6  18  9 

6  18  9i 


£  s.  d.  s.  d.      £  s.  d 

52  15  7  5  3:  206    0  0  3 

107  18  4  4  3  219  11  6  4 

89  18  4  4  1  214  12  ( 

63    2  0  5  5  212  17  0  4 


29  19    8    313  14    3  - 


7  853    1    0  3  1 


4  10    01    2  17  lj  63  5  5  4  7,  181  18  6  I  1 

4  10    0j    2  6  4  61  16  2  4  7  178  17  6  3 

4  10    0|    2  5  7  65  1  9  4  7j  169  10  0  2  1 

1  7  10!  63  15  4  6  5  173    7  0  3 


13  10    0     8  16  10    253  18    8  4  11  703  13    Oj  2  I 


1  10  0  10 

1  10  Oj  11  10  8 

1  10  0!  10  18  10 

1  10  0  11 


4  11 
9  10 


6    0    0  44    0  0 


3  10  144   0  0  0 

4  4  156  0  6  0  ll 
4  5;  142  13  0  0 

2  8;  181    8  0  0  ll 


'624    1    6  0 


27  19  8 

26  16 
22  10 

27  1  10 


12  0 
14  0 


104    7  6 


0  0 
0  0 


48    0    ©!      23    0  0 


3  3  0 
2    6  10 

4  19  4 


7  18  0 

8  14  0 
8  14 


27  18  71  131  7 

25  15  1  135  8 

21  15  9  122  0 

27  3  4:  242  3 


4  0  176  12  6  2 
j  4  0  195  10  0  2 
3  10  177  18    0  2 


33  16    0  102  12    9!    631    0  14 


20    5  11 

16  11  4 

17  12  11 
17  10  5 


72    0  7 


98  12  1 

127  3  10 

85  14  9 

102  19  1 


414 


19  0  0  2 

20  0  0  1 
23  0  0  3 
16  0  0  2 
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RNWALL — covtinueil. 


Four  Yeabs  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 

UNION- 

Vaccinations. 

w  Total  Number  of 
Re- Vaccinations. 

*■  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
~  and  Re-Vaccination. 

^  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
[0  and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 

5. 

q 

6. 

1 
Oh 

7. 

i 
S 

8. 

o  Rent. 

—  Miscellaneous 
*  Expenses. 

13. 

_  Average  Cost  per 
^  Visit  of  D.M.O. 

518 
389 
485 
364 

1 

549 
11 

519 
389 
1,034 
375 

£     a.  d. 
151    5  0 
132    2  6 
158    2  6 
263  11  10 

27  19  0 
22    5  0 
27  15  0 
27    8  6 

£  s.  d. 

"" 

£  s.  d. 

- 

£  s.  d. 
4  15  9 

£  s.  d.    ■  £     s.  d. 
6  11    2    190  10  11 
6  15    0,    161    2  6 

6  15    1     192  12  7 

7  6    1    298    6  5 

7  4 

8  3 
3  9 

15  11 

£     s.  d. 
207  10  0 
205    6  6 
214  17  6 
214   0  10 

s.  d. 
3  6 

3  8 

4  1 
4  6 

HELST0N. 

LAUNCEST0N, 

LISKEARD. 

PENZANCE. 

REDRUTH. 

STRATT0N. 

1,756  561 

2,317 

705    1  10 

105    7  6 



4  15  9 

27    7    4    842  12  5 

7  3 

841  14  10 

3  11 

24C 
248 
245 
201 

58 
28 

240 
248 
303 
229 

79  17  9 
86  14  3 
98  19  9 
79    7  0 

25  17  6 
24  17  2 
16  IS  1 
24    5  6 

- 

3  10  10i    109    6  1 
3  10    8     115    2  1 

2  9    0:    118    0  10 

3  10  Hi    107    3  5 

9  1 
9  3 
7  10 
9  4 

183  18  0 
175  18  6 
178  14  0 
182  13  6 

2  10 

3  2 
3  0 
3  4 

934 

86 

1,020 

344  18  9 

91  18  3 

13    1    5    449  18  5 

8  10 

721    4  0 

3  1 

■578  - 

1 451  " 
420'  293 
390  21 

578 
451 
713 
411 

152    7  6 
160  18  0 
125    4  0 
189  15  0 

26  12  4 
25    5  4 
28  16  1 
30    2  0 

- 

2    6  6 
4  11  6 

5    6  11 
5    0  10 

5    8  4 
5    9  1 

186  13  3 
195  15  8 
159    8  5 
225    6  1 

6  6 
8  8 
4  6 
11  0 

178  16  6 
204    5  0 
246    1  0 
263  10  0 

0  11 

1  0 
1  1 
0  11 

1,839  314 

2,153 

628    4  6 

110  15  9 

6  18  0 

1 

767    3  5 

7  2 

892  12  6 

864  17 
817  8 
7901  320 
881  167 

881 
825 
1,110 
1,048 

304    4  0 
288  17  6 
343    8  6 
343    0  0 

80    2  8 
71    2  4 
49  13  4 
74    3  4 

- 
- 

5    9  10 

_ 

- 

20    2  5 

17  11  11 

18  6  8 
17    2  4 

409  18  11 
377  11  9 
411    8  6 
434    5  8 

9  4 
9  2 

7  5 

8  3 

208    4  0 
192  12  6 
191  12  1 
171  15  0 

2  0 
1  6 

3,352  512 

3,864 

1,279  10  0 

275    1  8 

5    9  10 

73    3  4 

1,633    4  10 

8    5  764    3  7 

1  8 

752 

57-: 

78' 

80, 

6 
1 

759 
577 
787 
805 

237  19  0 
192    3  0 

250    8  0 
249    2  0 

50  12  6 
42    5  0 
58    2  3 
49  17  i 

_ 

16  11  11     305    3  5 

16  15  '7    251    3  7 

17  15  10    326    6  1 
15  15    5    314  15  2 

8  0 
8  8 
8  4 

7  ie 

2,916  12 

2,928 

929  12  0 

200  17  ( 

66  18    9  1,197    8  3 

8  2 

1041  - 
113  - 
112 

105  i 

104 
US 

1  he 

10£ 

47    0  0 
34   0  0 
25    0  0 
33    0  0 

8    0  C 
7    0  C 

6  0  C 

7  0  f 

1 

- 

-  _ 

2    0  0 

2  0  0 

3  0  0 
2   0  0 

57    0  0 
43    0  0 
34    0  0 
42    0  0 

11    0  1  47    0  0 
7    7  151    0  0 
5    9  151    0  0 
7    8  144    0  0 

4  7 

4  10 

5  1 
5  1 

434!       11  44J 

139    0  0 

j     28    0  ( 

■   -  - 
1  1 

j    9    0    0    176   0    Oj  7  11  593    0  0 

4  11 

146 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE    ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES 


Four  Years  e.nudd  Lady-Uxy,  1899. 


Other  Expenses. 


COUNTY  C 


Where  the 
Public  I 
Vaccinator  i- 
also  D.M.O. 


Area  89,368  acres. 
Pop.  33,616. 


1896 
1897 


Total  for  4  years 


-          402  27  7  0 

12      438j  54  4  0 

6      23e|  28  8  0 

639,  177  4  6 


18    1,715    287    3  6 


25  13 
12  15  1 


£  s.  d.  £  s. 
10  18    2      56  17 


10  15  9l 
16  10  gj 


58  3  10  4  1 
201  16    9  6 


18  15   0    48  11    8    413    7    0  4  101,153  9    3  I 


Total  for  the  County 


15,730      402  16,132  2,005    1    61    852    8  10  24    8  11 


8  12    6  205    5    3  447    2    1  3,542  19    1  4 
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EfcNWAL/L — continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


jrations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

ation 

ige  Cost  of  Vaccination  j 
le- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  ia 
also  D.M.O. 

J 

Number  of 
iccinations. 

Number  of  0p< 

1 

llaneous 
ises. 

Total  Cost  of  Vaccin 
and  Re-Vaccination. 

Id 

11 

ige  Cost  per 
of  D.M.O. 

Total 
Ec-Vf 

> 

OA 

$ 

S  i 

Misce 

and  I 

Total 
tion  c 

Averr 
Visit 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

1 1. 

12. 

13. 

j_14. 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 

£  s.  d. 

£  s.  ;d. 

£  s.  d. 

£  s. 

d. 

s.  d. 

£  s.  d. 

s.  d. 

841 

1 

842 

280    6  6 

114    0  7 

9  17  0 

404  4 

1 

9  7 

289    2  4 

2  0 

659 

1 

660 

224  14  0 

62  12  11 

1 

10  15  1 

0 

9  0 

293  19  6 

2  1 

675 

676 

216  14  6 

75  15  0 

"  1 

- 

10  11  11 

303  1 

5 

9  0 

279    4  0 

2  0 

578 

169 

747 

230  18  0 

65  15  10 

-  ! 

14  10  10 

311  4 

8 

8  4 

291  11  11 

2  3 

,753 

- 

172 

2,925 

952  13  0 

318    4  4 

45  14  10 

1,316  12  2 

9  0 

1,153  17  9 

2  1 

,844 

3,322 

27,166 

8,679  14  1 

1,998  19  7 

6    0  0 

12    7  10 

4  15    9375    3  7 

11,077  0 

10 

8  2 

8,519  0  8 

14  s 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


The  Column  headed  "Total  Remuneration  of  D.aT.O's."  does  not  in  the  c 


COUNTY  0] 

e  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  Officers.  T 
Unions  the  information  was  not  complete  : — Alst 


Four  Years  ended  Ladv-jJav 


Where  til 
Public 
Vaccinate] 
also  D.M. 


ALSTON  WITH 
GAE.EJGILL. 


Area,  36,971a 
Pop.  3,133. 


Area,  02,(143  acres. 
Pop.,  15,895. 


Total  for  4  years 


Area,  97,697  acres. 
Pop.,  8,784. 


Total  for  4  years 


Area.  69,250  a 
Pop.,  62,860. 


C0CKERM0UTH. 

Area,  170,355  acres. 
Pop.,  69,533. 

Total  for  4  years 

L0NGT0WN. 

Area,  88,475  acres. 
Pop.,  6,675. 

Total  for  4  years 


15  9 
15  15 


12  0  0 
12    0  0 


4  15 
4  15 


5  10 

6  11  10 
6  14 


17    9  6 

15    9  0 

5  14  0 

22    8  0 


61    0  6 


71  19  0 

66  8 

65  0 

145  12 


3,101     348  19  6 


0  0 
0  0 


6  0  0 
6  0  0 
6    0  0 


45  13  0 
44  17  0 
47  18  11 


20  0 
16  0 
12  0 


264   0    0      71    0  0 


15  16  6 
13    5  2 


47  11    4      22  14  10 


22  10  0 
22  10 

22  10  0 

23  15  0 


24  16  0 

25  18  5 
24  9 

24    0  11 


91 


4  7 


23  0  0 
23    0  0 


27  0  0 
30  0  0 

28  0  0 
28  0  0 


113    0  0 


4    0      4    0  Oj 


0    6  3    7    16   0  0 


25  15 
36  13    2  5  7 


151  0 
142  10 
149  10 
140  10 


583  10 


140  0  0  4 

123  0  0  5 

110  0  0  fi 

184  0  0  7 


557    0    0  6  1 


19  19 
17  0 
13  12 


APPENDIX. 


CUMBERLAND. 


:n.    In  the  following 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


K  Total  Number  of  Primary 
Vaccinations. 

w  Total  Number  of 
Re-Vacciuations. 

*■  Total  Number  oi  Operation* 

1           Total  Fees.                                Other  Expenses. 

■ 

-  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
r"  and  Re-Vaccination. 

-  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
!"  and  Re- Vaccination  per  head, 

Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

5. 

q 

6. 

en 
7. 

1  i 

1 
1 
& 

8. 

9. 

—  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

aO 

«P* 
PS  «, 

1  i 

13 

_  Average  Cost  per 
^  Visit  of  D.M.O. 

il 

44 
44 

1 

42 

48 

80 
44 

£    s.  d. 
12    4  5 
15    1  0 
12  14  6 
25    3  0 

1  14  f 
4    1  3 

4    3  8 
10    5  4 

£,d 

£  s.  d. 

£   s.  d. 

£  s.  d 

£    s.  d. 
13  18  11 
19    2  3 
16  18  2 
35    8  4 

s.  d 

5  10 
9  7 
3  11 
16  1 

£    s.  d. 
12    0  0 
12    0  0 
12    0  0 
12    0  0 

s.  d. 
3  0 

3  4 

175 

43 

218 

05   2  11 

20    4  9 

- 

_ 

85    7  8 

7  10 

48    0  0 

3  0 

173 

233 
191 

12 

78 
12 

185 

311 

203 

102  15  11 
86  15  0 

119  16  0 
81  18  9 

36    6  1 

40  15  3 

41  2  1 

38    5  0 

- 

0  12  1 

0  13  7 
0  16  0 

139  14  1 

161  11  8 
120  19  9 

15  1 

10  5 

11  11 

103  10  0 
101  10  0 
103    0  0 
109    0  6 

2  0 
1  10 

801 

124 

925 

391    5  8 

156    8  5 

2  15  0 

550    9  7 

11  11 

422    0  0 

2  3 

340 

159 
188 

8 

3 
106 

348 

162 
294 

60    5  6 
38    4  0 
48  10  6 
93    5  0 

20  18  6 

19  5  8 

20  9  11 
16    2  8 

- 

4  3  10 

5  9  6 
11  18  11 

85    7  10 

74    9  11 
121    6  7 

4  11 

9  2 
8  3 

58    5  0 
00    4  0 
03  12  6 
56  12  0 

4  10 

5  4 
4  9 

905 

122 

1,027 

240    5  0 

76  16  9 

24  13  9 

341  15  0 

6  8 

244  14  0 

5  1 

872 
877 
779 
864 

8 
42 
638 
30 

880 
919 
1,417 
900 

344    1  6 
332  15  0 
490  10  0 
324    8  0 

120    8  3 
125  12  7 
108  11  6 
114  15  3 

15    0  0 

23  17  7 
22  18  1 
22    1  10 
21  11  6 

503    7  4 
481    5  8 
621    9  10 
460  15  3 

11  5 
10  6 
8  9 
10  3 

101  10  0 
159    0  0 
100  10  0 
151  10  0 

1  0 
1  8 
1  8 
1  7 

1  7 

3,392 

724 

4,110 

1,492    1  6 

469    7  7 

15    0  0 

90    9  0 

2,000  18  1 

10  1 

032  10  0 

782 
732 
s  1,086 
747 

9 
9 
157 
64 

791 
741 
1,243 
811 

350    0  0 
318    0  0 
471    0  0 
331    0  0 

00    0  0 
05    0  0 
77    0  0 
82   0  0 

30    0  0 
28    0  0 

28  0  0 

29  0  0 

440    0  0 
411    0  0 
570    0  0 
442    0  0 

11  3 
11  1 
9  3 
10  11 

75    0  0 
223    0  0 
223    0  0 
218    0  0 

4  7 
3  10 
3  1 
3  1 

3,347 

239 

3,586 

1,470   0  0 

290    0  0 

115    0  0 

1,875    0  0 

10  5 

739    0  0 

3  5 

93 
81 
76 
77 

6 
23 
13 
17 

99 
104 
89 
94 

54  16  6 
34    6  0 
40    9  0 
33    4  6 

24  12  11 
8  17  2 
21    0  1 
18    1  9 

79    9  5 
43    3  2 
01    9  1 
51    6  3 

16  1 
8  4 
13  10 
10  11 

83    2  11 
80    2  0 

83  18  5 

84  0  1 

2  11 

2  11 

3  0 
3  4 

327 

59 

386 

162  16  0 

72  11  11 

235    7  11 

12  2 

337    3  5 

3  1 

ALSTON  WITH 

GAERIGILL 


C0CKERMOUTH. 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  '. 


COUNTY  OP 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  isyy. 


Area  188,291  acres. 
Pop.,  22,205. 

Total  for  4  years 

WHITEHAVEN. 

Area  90,784  acres. 
Pop.,  55,539. 

Total  for  4  years 

WIGTON. 

Area  138,620  acres. 
fPop.,  22,297. 

Total  for  4  years 
Total  for  the  County 


18jb 
1897 
1898 


1,072 
1,307 


§ 

■t  Open 

1  § 

11 

3 

1,228 
1,112 
1,090 
1,319 


t  8. 

37  6 
33  0 
35  15 
53  13  10 

159  15  4 


114  1 
116  16 
109  18  9 
94  0 

434  16  9 


30  0  0 
30  0  0 
43  15 


64  15  11 

65  18 


3  15  0 
3  15  0 


13  12  0 

10    2  0 

10  18 

11  16  0 

46    8  6 


7  17 
7  17 
7  17 


307  11    0  285 


£  s.  d. 

1  10 

1  10  0 

1  10 

1  10  0 

6  0  0 


0  16  6 
0  12 
0  13 


72  19 
68  13 


Where  the 
Public  J 
Vaccinator  ia 
also  D.M.O. 


51 


184  0  10 
162   0  11 


85  15 
85  1 
92  12 
64  8 


£     8.  d.    8.  | 

123    9  61  3  1 

119  13  0  3d 

122  12  6  3 

113  12  0  21 

479    7  0  3,1 


290  0 
290  0 
290  0 


86  11 
79  0 
84  12 
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CUM  BEELAND — continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


103  18 
118  12  6 
103  10  0 


65  9 
60    8  9 
58  12  0 


£  s.  d. 

0  11  0 

0  9  6 

0  9 

0  9 


1  10 
1  10  0 
1  10 
1  10  0 


0    243  i2  10    1  19  0 


6    0  0 


435  18 
594  17 
472  16  0 
478  17  0 


203  13 
162  17 
162    5  10 


72  4  11 

58  17  5 

53  2 

55  4 


8  U 


6,814  10    1  2,226  14   2    1  19  0 


15    0    0245  2 


171  8 
181  0 


120  11 
119  10  10 
116  12 


;2  14  10  12  11  480  14    8  3  1 


565    3    9j  8  5 

798  11    3  12  8 

635  13    8  10  1 

641    2  10  10  9 

,640  11    610  6 


185  17  1 
208  1  7 
221  13  0 


84  6 
82  2 


10    1  4,400  10  7 


WHITEHAVEN 


152 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 

The  Column  headed  "  Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O.'s"  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  Officers.  Tin; 

Unions  the  information  was  not  complete  :- 


UNION. 

1. 

Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

^  Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of 
•  Re-Vaccinations. 

j-  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

^  Total  Cost  of  V accination 
f  and  Re-Vaccination. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
!°  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  i 
also  D.M.O. 

Ph 

q 

6. 

1 
P4 

7. 

oo  Legal  Proceedings. 

1 
9. 

^  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

|| 

1  I 
13. 

1 

ASHBOURNE. 

Area,  97,983  acres. 
Pop.,  19,892. 

Total  for  4  years. 

BAKEWELL. 

Area,  104,618  acres. 
Pop.,'  33,653. 

Total  for  4  years. 

BELPER. 

Area,  66,007  acres. 
Pop.,  66,809. 

Total  for  4  years. 

CHAPEL-EN-LE- 
FRITH. 

Area,  83,490  acres. 
Pop.,  26,478. 

Total  for  4  years. 

CHESTERFIELD. 

Area,  93,009  acres. 
Pop.,  132,845. 

Total  for  4  years. 

DERBY. 

Area,  3,817  acres. 
Pop.,  106,699. 

Total  for  4  years. 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

325 
280 
318 
322 

325 
280 
318 
322 

39    2  0 
34    5  6 
41  15  6 
37    4  0 

£     s.  d.j    £   s.  d. 
25    0  0 
24  16  3 
24    5  Oj 
24    5  oj 

£   s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 
10    0  0 
10   0  0 
10    0  0 
10    0  0 

£   s.  d. 
7    0  0 
7    0  0 

7  0  0 

8  0  0 

£     s.  d. 
81    2  0 
76    1  9 
83    0  0 
79    9  0 

s.  d. 
5  0 
5  5 
5  3 
4  11 

£    s.  d. 
181    0  0 
223    0  0 
228    0  0 
208    0  0 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1 898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
189? 
1899 

L89I 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1S9C 
189- 

i  m 

189$ 

1,245 

- 

1,24.5 

152    7  0 

98    6  3 

— - 

40    0  0 

29    0  0 

319  13  3 

840    0  0 

491 
499 
389 
322 

2 
11 

18 

491 
501 
400 
340 

61  19  0 
64    5  0 
52  14  6 
50  17  6 

36  11  0 
35  18  0 
31  12  0 
25  19  0 

- 

14   0  0 

9  16  0 
9  16  0 
11  16  0 
11  16  0 

5    2  6 
0  16  6 
4  13  6 

108    6  0 
115    1  6 
96  19  0 
107    6  0 

4  5 
4  7 
4  10 
6  4 

149    9  3 
170    0  0 
175    8  9 
166  18  0 

1 
1 
1 

1 

1,701 

31 

1,732 

229  16  0 

130    0  0 

14    0  0 

43    4  0 

10  12  6 

427  12  6 

4  11 

661  16  0 

] 

886 
1,015 
631 
740 

70 
3 

956 
1,015 
631 
743 

81  10  6 
99    4  6 
70  18  0 
49    9  0 

55    9  3 
64  10  9 
46  10  9 
23    2  9 

7    7  1 

6  4  4 

7  4  2 
1  12  5 

9  17  6 

10  12  6 
9    2  6 

11  7  6 

11  14  6 
9    3  0 

13  13  0 
6    3  7 

165  18  10 
189  15  1 
147    8  5 
91  15  3 

3  6 

3  9 

4  8 
2  6 

226  18  0 
242    7  6 
236    0  0 
226  15  0 

3,272 

73 

3,345 

301    2  0 

189  13  6 

22    8  0 

41    0  0 

40  14  1 

594  17  7 

3  7 

932    0  6 

323 
227 
23) 
320 

1 

323 
227 
230 
321 

43    9  0 

30  5  0 

31  7  0 
85  13  8 

27    4  10 
25    8  8 
24    1  0 
37    5  6 

1    5  10 

1  11  8 

2  8  0 
1  14  6 

7  15  0 
7  18  0 
7  18  0 

6    9  0 

9  13  9 
9  10  3 
11    8  3 
11    3  11 

89    8  5 
74  13  7 
77    2  3 
142    6  7 

5  6 

6  7 
6  8 
8  10 

130  15  4 
128    1  7 
154  13  1 
137  17  11 

1,100 

1 

1,101 

190  14  8 

114    0  0 

7    0  0 

30    0  0 

41  16  2 

383  10  10 

7  0 

551    7  11 

1,771 
1,836 
1,552 
1,350 

1 

1,771 
1,836 
1,552 
1,351 

190  13  0 
189    2  0 
158    6  6 
274    1  C 

44    9  4 
46  18  0 
38    1  5 
54  12  2 

19    1  2 
21  14  3 
17  15  6 
9  12  2 

4  19  0 

46  10    0  64  15  10 
46  10   0  62  18  10 
46  10    0  60    2  10 
46  10    0  60  19  2 

365    9  4 
367    3  1 
320  16  3 
450  14  0 

4  2 
4  0 
4  2 
6  8 

434  10  0 
422  10  0 
431    0  0 
444    0  0 

6,509 

1 

[6,510 

812    3  C 

184    0  11 

68    3  1 

4  19  0 

1 

186    0   0  248  16  8 

1,504    2  8 

4  7 

1,732  0  0 

205 
104 

6C 
24i 

1 

20£ 
104 

6( 

24: 

14  16  ( 
7    3  ( 
4    5  ( 

84    8  C 

19    5  C 
11  18  C 
6  19  C 
61    5  £ 

6  12  1C 
5    7  £ 
5    8  11 
4  10  2 

- 
- 

21  15  C 
18    0  C 
18    0  C 
18    0  C 

9  15  8 
12  11  6 
12  14  7 

9  19  9 

72   4  e 
55    0  3 
47    8  C 
178    3  4 

6  11 
10  7 
14  4 
14  8 

158    8  0 
156    4  0 
152  11  11 
160    5  1 

62C 

1 

621 

110  12  ( 

99    7  6 

21  19  8 

75  15  C 

45    1  6 

352  16  1 

11  4 

627    9  0 

APPENDIX. 


DERBY. 

imuneration  is  only  shown  in  those  cases  where  information  as  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the  D.M.O.  lias  been  given.  In  he  ollowing 
shuourne,  Helper,  Shardlow. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 

^  Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of 
■  Re-Vaccinations. 

*■  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

^  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
i-  and  Re-Vaccination. 

^  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
!°  and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

t> 
5. 

•O  A  ® 

i 
1 

7. 

§3 

8. 

9. 

_  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

1  § 

13. 

Average  Cost  per 
[  .*>  Visit  of  D.M.O. 

340 

303 
420 

1 

322 
990 

341 

625 
1,410 

£    s.  d. 
184    2  6 
278    5  3 
168    7  6 
216    0  0 

£    s.  d. 
47    6  0 

40    2  9 
29  12  9 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 
- 

£   s.  d. 
6    0  0 

£    s.  d. 

7  0  0 

8  0  0 
7    0  0 
7    0  0 

£    s.  d. 
244    8  6 
336  10  9 
215  10  a 
252  12  9 

s.  d. 
14  4 
16  7 

6  11 

3  7 

£    s.  d. 
216    0  0 
209    0  0 
220    0  0 
212    0  0 

s.  d. 
2  9 
2  8 
2  5 
2  8 

1,464 

1,317 

2,781 

846  15  3 

167    7  0 

6   0  0 

29    0  0 

1,049    2  3 

7  7 

857    0  0 

668 
630 

4 

9 
323 

672 

534 
953 

269    6  6 
226    5  6 
215  16  6 
334  15  0 

72    9  4 

67  11  0 
74    6  0 

- 

6    6  0 

1    4  6 
0  18  0 

343    0  4 

283    7  6 
409  19  0 

10  3 
10  7 

156  15  0 
163    5  0 

157  15  0 
168  12  6 

1  7 

1  7 
1  8 

1  7 

2,353 

338 

2,691 

1,046    3  6 

286  12  7 

6    6  0 

2    7  0 

1,341    9  1 

10  0 

646    7  6 

1,159 

1,059 
1,021 

5 

323 
225 

1,164 

1,382 
1,246 

589    8  0 
365    7  0 
356    8  0 
468    5  0 

149  11  4 

99    6  4 
111  18  0 

13    7  1 
5    9  11 
3    4  8 
2    5  11 

51    9  3 

6    1  8 

12    0  1 

5    7  1 
5  13  7 

770    8  2 

515  15  4 

588    2  6 

13  3 

7  6 

9  5 

246  7  6 
230    0  0 
240    5  0 

247  5  0 

2  6 
2  6 

4,219 

560 

4,779 

1,779    8  0 

465  12  4 

24    7  7 

51    9  3 

6    1  8 

31    7  2 

2,358    6  0 

9  10 

963  17  6 

2  4 

)  494 
418 
}  560 
5  574 

2 

99 
516 

496 
418 
659 
1,090 

204    6  0 
175  13  0 
227  13  6 
294  13  6 

29    2  6 
34    5  9 
78    1  4 
75  18  0 

0    3  11 
0  16  2 
0    9  3 
0  15  0 

7  15  11 
9    1  2 
9  10  0 
9    1  10 

241    8  4 
219  16  1 
315  14  1 
3S0    8  4 

9  9 
10  6 

7  0 

8  8 

139  16  3 
143    2  3 
145  12  8 
141  10  3 

:: 

1  4 
I  11 

T. 

2,046 

617 

2,663 

902    6  0 

217    7  7 

2    4  4 

—-- 

35    8  11 

1,157    6  10 

570    1  5 

)  2,070 

1  2,240 

2  2,867 

3  2,910 

1 
12 

617 
1,436 

2,071 
2,252 
3,484 
4,346 

918  12  0 
981    1  6 
1,329  11  0 
1,486    9  6 

155    8.  4 
161    7  0 
193    2  7 
203    2  4 

_ 

_ 

1    1  0 

_ 

64  1  2 
61    2  3 

65  12  5 
74  12  9 

1.13S    1  6 
1,203  10  9 
1,589    7  0 
1,764    4  7 

11  0 

10  8 
9  1 
8  1 

432  10  < 
416    0  ( 
404  10  0 
420  10  0 

1  8 
1  5 
1  4 
1  4 

10,087 

2,066 

12,153 

4,715  14  0 

713    0  3 

1    1  0 

265    8  7 

5,695    3  10 

9  4 

1,673  10  0 

1  5 

0  463 

1  326 

2  969 

3  1,416 

6 
73 
371 

470 
332 
1,042 
1,787 

239    7  0 
201  13  6 
353    6  6 
533  10  6 

162  10  8 
139  16  0 
213    1  4 

252    0  3 

10    4  0 

44  10  10 

24    9  6 

8  15  6 

412    1  8 
341    9  6 
619  14  2 
810    0  3 

17  6 
20  7 
11  11 
9  1 

158  17  4 
154    1  6 
153  11  4 
150    0  0 

2  9 
2  7 
2  7 

9  5 

1 

3,174 

457 

3,631 

1,327  17  6 

767    8  3 

79    4  4 

8  15  6 

2,183    5  7 

12  0 

616  10  2 

ASHBOURNE. 


CHAPEL-EN-LE- 
FRITH. 


CHESTERFIEU) 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  ) 


Where  the 
Public  1 
Vaccinator 
also  D.M.O 


Area,  20,943  acres. 
Dop.,  25,677. 


Area,  17,952  acres. 
Pop.,  14,431. 


Total  for  4  years 


Area,  73,088  acres. 
Pop.,  64,402. 


Total  for  4  years 


'Total  for  the  County 


£    s.  d 
15    0  0 
14  15 
14  11 
14  11 


0  7  6 
0    1  6 


1  10  0 

3    0  0 


10  4 
9  13  0 
10  5 

9    5  4 


32    1    216  10 


58  17 


111  16    018    0  111  12  1 


15  10  6 

16  8 

14  10  0 

9    0  6 


7  14 
10  18 
7  15  10 
6  12  10 


4  8  0 
4  16 


2  10 
2  10  0 


55    9  0 


1 


81  11 

89  2  10 
52  15  11 


51    1  11 

37  9  3 
28  13  10 


3    1  0 

2  15  10 
2  4 


16  12  6 
16  12 


23  16 

24  8 


208  13  10 
133  18 
113  19 


1,067  13    3131    ,4  5 


43  11    0  496  19    0  572    3  10 


54  17 
54  12 


6    91,010  17  0  : 


5    2  6,685  18  6 


APPENDIX. 


155 


DERBY — continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 

UNION. 

^  Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

w  Total  Number  of 
•  Re-Vaccinations. 

►f>-  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

^  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
!~  and  Re-Vaccination. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
1°  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 
5. 

d 
> 

6. 

I 

7. 

oo  Legal  Proceedings. 

9. 

^  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

_  Total  Remunera- 
f8  tion  of  D.M.O.'s. 

_  Average  Cost  per 
f"  Visit  of  D.M.O. 

274 
240 
228 
262 

7 
24 

52 

274 
247 
252 
314 

£   s.  d. 
91  13  0 
76    8  1 
72  14  0 
102    7  6 

£    s.  d. 
28  10  3 
27  15  3 
24    3  10 
21  17  1 

£    s.  d. 
1    1  3 
0    2  1 
0    4  5 
0    4  6 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 
1  10  0 

£    s.  d. 

8  6  2 

9  1  4 

7  18  7 

8  5  7 

£    s.  d. 

131  0  8 
113    S  9 
105    0  10 

132  14  8 

s.  d. 

9  7 
9  2 
8  4 
8  5 

£    s.  d. 

23  0  8 
29    3  0 
27    3  9 

24  8  11 

s.  d. 
0  9 
0  4 
0  6 
0  4 

GL0SS0P. 

HAYFIELD 
SHARDL0W. 

1,004 

83 

1,087 

343    2  7 

102    6  5 

1  12  3 

:- 

1  10  0 

33  11  8 

482    2  11 

8  10 

103  16  4 

0  5 

289 
242 
197 
239 

3 
48 
255 

291 

245 
245 
494 

101  14  6 

82    0  6 
77    9  6 
122  16  6 

19  9  4 

20  16  0 

22    1  6 

- 

- 

- 

4    8  7 
4    8  3 
3  12  3 
3  14  2 

125  12  5 
107    4  9 
100    6  1 
148  12  2 

8  8 
8  9 
8  2 
6  0 

54  17  6 
56  10  0 
52    0  0 
52  10  0 

1  0 
1  2 
1  1 
6  11 

967  308 

1,275 

384    1  0 

81  11  2 

16    3  3 

481  15  5 

7  7 

215  17  6 

1  0 

982 
895 
860 
1,567 

7 
8 
7 
108 

989 
903 
867 
1,675 

524  10  4 
440  15  0 
459    0  8 
643  19  10 

126    4  11 
113  18  4 
112  19  3 
124  14  9 

4  19  10 

6  18  3 

7  1  0 

6    2  0 

1  10  0 

26    1  8 
29  12  4 
25    0  8 
19    8  8 

683    6  9 
591    3  11 
604    1  7 
794    5  3 

13  10 
13  1 
13  11 

9  6 

267  18  6 
299    4  6 
272    3  6 
246  12  6 

2  6 
2  8 
2  5 
2  8 

4,304 

130 

4,434 

2,068    5  10 

477  17  3 

25    1  1 

1  10  0 

100    3  4 

2,672  17  6 

12  1 

1,085  19  0 

2  7 

29,618 

5,876 

35,494 

13,413  13  8 

3,279    2  10  53    5  3 

139  10  7 

13  11  8 

522    5  5 

17,421   9  5 

9  10 

6,732  19  5I  - 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


The  Column  headed  "  Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O.'s  "  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  officers.  Th 

Unions  the  information  was  not  complete  : — Axmixster 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  189j. 


«  1 


Public 
Vaccina™  i 
a  also  D.M.O. 


Area,  54,548  a 
Pop.,  15,623. 


1896 
1897 


Total  for  4  years 

BARNSTAPLE. 

Area,  144,845  acn 
Pop.,  42,060. 

Total  for  4  years 


23  0 
83    0  0 


93  16 
105    1  11 
105  17 


15  0  0 

14  0  0 

13  0  0 

10  0  0 

52  0  0 


42  15 

43  13 

42  19  0 
27    8  11 


1  2  6 

2  3  6 

3  15  0 


1    0  0 
1  0 
1    0  0 


20    0    0     232   0  01 


4  6  132  0 
3  11  130  0 

5  1  128  0 

6  4  122  0 

1  512  0 


2  17 

3  12  6 


13  15  3 
13  18  10 
23  17  9 


378    0    3    156  16  11 


134    8  11  4  10  685  2 

167  11    Si  4  7!  692  15 

170    2  lo[  4  8  693  4 

124  13    8!  4  5  709  19 

|  i 

616  17    II  4  8  2,781  0 


Area,  62,474  acres. 
Pop.,  20,509. 


1897 
1898 
1899 


35  11 
49  0 


5  17  6 
5  12  6 


67  8  7 
65  14  10 


3  6;  356  13  0 

4  0  324  0  4| 

3  8  320  1  6 

4  4  325  4  91 


Total  for  4  years 


3  101,325  19 


Area,  94,455  acres. 
Pop.,  15,553. 


1896 
1897 


2  2 
2  15 
2  15  0 


Total  for  4  years 


0  16 
0  16 
0  16  8 
0  16  8 

3    6  8 


48  15 
44  14 
44  13 
28  19 

167  2 


3    Oj  332  1  10  M 

2  101  333  0    4  M 

1  6  329  1    4  4M 

2  6il,336  5   4  4,1 


Area,  3,044  aci 
Pop.,  70,437. 


29  0  0 
22  0 


42  0  01    1    0  0 

49  0  0^    1    0  0 

37  0  Oj 

34  0  0 


21  0  0 

22  0  0 
22  0 

17  0 


106  0  0  ! 
86  0  0  ! 
65  0 


Total  for  4  years 


162   0    0     2   0  0 


0  0 


EAST  ST0NEH0TJSE. 

Area,  192  acres. 
Pop.,  15,111. 


6  14 
15    6  0 


6  15 
6  15  11 
14  14 


13  9  11 
22    1  11 


Total  for  4  years 
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OEVON. 

■nuneration  is  only  shown  in  those  cases  where  information  as  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the  D.M.O.  has  been  given.  In  the  followir 
dniton,  Plympton  St.  Mary,  Tiverton,  Torrington. 


llliAHS  ENDJSU  1*ADX-.UAY, 


|  1 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


£   s.    d.  £   a.  d. 


104  0  0 
201  0  0 
113    0  0 


19  0 
21  0 

20  0  0 


1,414 
1,046 


178    7  7 

139  0  6 
203  14 

169    8  2 


i  10  11 


156  13 
142  17 
138  6 
142    9  0 


575    5  6 


13  0  0 
153  0 


57  14  0 
42  11  11 


739    182  13  0 


35  1  9 
35  16  7 


26  0  4 
25    7  11 


53  0 
79    0  0 


£    s.    d.  £    s.  d 


0  0 
0  0 


AXMINSTER. 


11    5  158  0  0 

9    2  151  0  0 

6  10  157  0  0 

0    G  159  0  0 


18    0    0     639    0  0 


8    9  625    0  0 


26  12 
28  10  0 


14  14    8     440  15 

15  13  11  469  3 
13  17    8     358  13 


58  13    8  1,906  16  7 


BARNSTAPLE. 


714  16 
704  15 


9    62,487  6  6 


0  16  8 

0  16  8 

0  16  8 

0  16  8 


3    6  8 


30   0  0 

33  0 

34  0 


8  10  314  1  1 

10  10  306  10  6 

5    9  300  13  8 

8  10  310  15  7 


7  111,232  0  10 


186  11 
169  14  0 
159  11 
166  12 


682    8  5 


98  0  0  6  8 

262  0  0  10  8 

291  0  0  5  8 

442  0  0  11  10 


338  15  10 
328  2  4 
336  0  10 
330    1  4 


0  4 


0    0   1  10 

0    O!  1  10 


182   0    0 1  1  10 


CREDITOR 


DEV0NP0RT. 


FAST  IST0NEH0USE 


87  13  6  4 

78  12  6  4  1] 

79  13  0  4  1 
75    1  0  4  1 

321    0  0  4  4 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  '. 


Foue  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


Other  Expenses 


county  o: 


Where  W 
Public 
Vaccinatoi, 
also  D.M. 


Area  1,890  acres. 
Pop.  37,718. 


Total  for  4  years 

HOLS  WORTHY. 


Area  85,524  a 
Pop.  8,687. 


1896 
1897 


Total  for  4  vears 


22  19  0 

22    7  6 

•23  10  6 

42  17  0 

111  14  0 


12  12 
11  12 
11  13 
15  14 


5  4  0 
1  15  0 


6  19    0  40    0  0 


13  11  2 
15  11 

69  16    3.1    427  14    1  3 


1  17 
1  17 


3    7  9 

3    7  1 

2  15  3 

3  5  1 

12  15  2 


39  16  10|  4 
63  13    7!  5  6 

184    1    4'  4  10  I 


Area  87,759  acres. 
Pop.  20,285. 

Total  for  4  years 

KINGSBEIDGE. 

Area  73,023  acres. 
Pop.  16,133. 

Total  for  4  years 

HEWT0N  ABBOT. 

Area  117,200  acres. 
Pop.  80,312. 

Total  for  4  years 

0KEHA.MPT0N. 

Area  133,320  acres. 
Pop.  15,756. 


1897 
1898 
1899 


1,011 
1,266 


3,814      330  4,144 


1897 
1898 


66  9 
57    1  10 
57  12 


87  17  6 

102  19  0 

92  15  0 
161  16 

445  8 


33  12  0 

37    1  0 

25    8  6 

23  17  0 


12  12  6 

10  19 

10  10  10 

9  8  1 

43  10  11 


16  12  11 

16  18  3 

14  19  2 

13  13  7 

62    3  11 


64  15 

65  15 

61  17  10 


12  14  3 
11  11 


79  2  0  3 
68  1 
68  2  10  : 
92  16 


208 


3    5 '2, 101  13  0 


2  15  0 
5  10  1 


52  16  8 
48  16  8 


303  10 
303  10 
313  10 


31  19  10  222  13  11 

2    1  193  9 

14    4J  268  11  11 

)  109  12    5'  874  14  11 


768  14 
767  13 
774  15 

4    3  3,074  11  Or 


0  19  1 
0  13 


56  13  8  : 

59  16  5  • 

43  15  5  I 
41  19 


119  18  6 


202    5  1 


APPENDIX. 


BVON — continued. 


i  Lady- Day,  1903. 


139  11  0 
157  13 
156  18 
390  17  0 


844  19  6 


68  7  6 
66  15  6 


50    6  0 
49  18 
49  14 


17  16  10 
16  14  3 


Other  Expenses. 


167    6  0  25  6 

143  13  0  25  1 

249  16  o]  26  7 

180  18  6  24  17 


741  13    6    101  12  11 


129  14  0 
165  13  0 


31  15  6 

28  14  3 

30    9  0 

28    8  3 


119    7  0 


92  6 
96  11  0 
95  16 


21  12 
21  10 


1  12  6 
1  14  0 


13  12  9 

11  19 

12  11 
11  12 


£    s.  d, 
205    8  11 
220    2  11 
220  13 
452  17 


49  15    9  1,099    2    7   5  9 


Where  the 
Publie 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


2  17 

3  19 

2  14  10 


95  14  8  10 

92    3  10  10 

85  10  10  9 

85  17  9,10 


359    7    1   9  11 


192  12 
168  14 


115  19 
330  11 


26  10    41    730    4  11 


27  14  6    450  4  11 

22  18  6    429  0  0 

22  18  10    624  1  5 

23  19  6    495  3  5 

97  11  4  1,998  9  9 


4  18  7 

4  14  9 
3    9  5 

5  5  1 

18    7  10 


154  17 
192  8 


7  2  534  0  0 
9    2    530    9  0 


319  10  0 

325  10  0 

331  10  0 

336  10  0 


1,314    0  0 


764  10  6 
774  18  6 


7    7  3,073  18  0 


8    7  1,129  18  6 


H0LSW0&THY. 


KXNGSBRIDGE 


NEWTON  ABBOT. 


OKEHAMPT  ,N. 


163. 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OP 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  IS'jy. 


Where-  th 
Public 
Vaccinator 
also  D.M.( 


PLYMOUTH. 

Ar  a,  2,370  acres. 


Total  for  4  years 


PLYMPTON  ST. 

MARY. 


Area,  74,081  acres. 
Pop.,  21,368. 


Total  for  4  years 

S0UTHM0LT0N. 


Area,  123,343  acres. 
Pop.,  13,812. 

Total  for  4  years 

I  TAVISTOCK. 

rea,  159,039  acres. 
Pop.,  26,907. 

Total  for  4  years 

THOMAS,  ST. 

Area,  125,452  acres. 
Pop.,  55,372. 

Total  for  4  years 

TIVERTON. 

Area,  110,847  acres. 
Pop.,  27,378. 


ri  otal  for  4  years 


34  6 
26  14 
50  14  0 


48  0  0 
44  0 


39  18 

40  15 


42  15    0131    0  8 


55  16  0 
58    0  0 
44  12 
46  17 


205    5  6 


89  6  0 

85  19  0 

76  14  0 

132  18  6 


384  17  6 


48  15  0 
42  10  6 


2  0  0 
1  15 


4  11  10 
6  1  10 
2  17  0 


5  12  0 

5  12  0 

5  12  0 
5  12 


22  0  10 
26  14 


22    8  0 


5  15  6 

6  11  6 
5  19  6 


17  13  1 
17  3  10 
19  15 


31  14 
31  18  8 
25  11  10 


1  9  0 
1  3 


120  11    2    5  10  7 


7  0  0 
13  16  1 


116  18  8 
126    0  11 


483  16    3  6  1 


86  19  8 
84  16  10 
76  17 


155  14 
152  14 


88  15  2 
63    8  0 


343  0 
343  0 
343  0 


854  15  10 

849    0  oj 


259  13 

260  16 
340  13 
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DEVON— ( 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Total  Number  of  Primary 
~  Vaccinations. 

M  Total  Number  of 
Re- Vaccinations. 

f*  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
and  Re-Vaccination. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination  I 
80  and  Re- Vaccination  per  head.  | 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 
5. 

6 
> 
6. 

1 
7. 

po  Legal  Proceedings. 

9. 

i—  Miscellaneous 
5=1  Expenses. 

2  -05 
c  O 

I| 

13. 

-c 

14. 

420 

336 
566 
694 

26 
28 
607 
172 

446 
364 
1,173 

866 

£  s.  d. 
141  10  0 

157  12  0 
353    4  0 
284  11  6 

£  s.  d. 
117    9  8 
109    7  7 
137    3  4 
173  12  2 

£  s.  d. 

7    7  8 
5  10  5 
7  15  10 

£  s.  d. 

£  s.  d. 

£   s.  d. 
42    4  11 
39    6  3 
39    8  11 
55    7  11 

£  s.  d. 
301    4  7 
313  13  0 
535    6  8 
616  14  9 

s.  d. 
13  6 

9  2 

£  s.  d. 

s.  d. 

2,016 

833 

2,849 

936  17  6 

537  12  9 

20  13  11 

95    7  4 

176    8    0  1,766  19  6 

12  5 

435 
372 
383 
358 

3 
20 
543 
141 

438 
392 
926 
499 

161    0  0 
188    0  0 
171    0  0 
350    0  0 

56    0  0 
58    0  0 
52    0  0 
54    0  0 

- 

- 

- 

- 

217    0  0 
246    0  0 
223    0  0 
404    0  0 

9  11 
12  7 
4  10 

317    0  0 

312  0  C 

313  0  C 
307    0  t 

1  1 
1  1 
1  1 
1  1 

1,548 

707 

2,255 

870    0  0 

220    0  0 

- 

- 

- 

1,090    0  0 

9  8 

1,249  0  0 

1  1 

288 
278 
250 
255 

1 

4 
14 

373 

289 
282 
264 
628 

132    1  0 
124    9  6 
116    0  0 
216  14  6 

41    2  3 
34  17  6 

32  0  9 

33  14  6 

- 

5    6  4 
5    6  11 
5    2  10 

178    9  7 
164  13  11 
153    3  7 

12  4 
11  8 
11  7 

8  2 

339  10  0 
327  15  0 
341    7  6 
335    8  3 

4  0 
4  1 
4  3 
4  0 

1,071 

392 

1,463 

589    5  0 

141  15  0 

- 

- 

21    8  2 

752    8  2 

10  3 

1,344  0  9 

4  1 

447 
460 
480 
492 

3 
4 
223 
310 

450 
464 
703 

178    4  6 
163    5  9 
212  18  9 
239  18  0 

44  13  10 
40  10  9 

45  8  4 
42    3  8 

- 

- 

8    3  8 

7  19  8 

8  0  9 
7  18  6 

231    2  0 
211  16  2 
266    7  10 
290    0  2 

10  3 

9  2 

343    0  0 
343    0  0 
343    0  0 
343    0  0 

3  4 
3  8 
3  8 
3  10 

1,879 

540 

2,419 

794    7  0 

172  16  7 

32    2  7 

999    6  2 

8  3 

1,372  0  0 

3  8 

932 
879 
1,108 
943 

5 
4 

2,720 
50 

937 
883 
3,828 
993 

356  12  0 
330    2  6 
976  10  0 
369    0  0 

60    8  9 
57    7  0 
54  11  9 
60    3  3 

_____ 

- 

17    2  8 

15  8  6 
31    7  3 

16  13  0 

434    3  5 
402  18  0 
1,062    9  0 
445  16  3 

9  3 
9  2 

9  0 

849    6  0 
841    2  6 
841    7  6 
844  13  6 

4  2 
4  1 
4  1 
4  1 

1 

3,862^  2,779 

6,641 

2,032    4  6 

232  10  9 

80  11  5 

2,345    6  8 

7  1 

3,376  9  6 

4  1 

578 
470 
510 
473 

4 
1 

635 
70 

582 
471 
1,145 

543 

234  11  6 
181  14  6 

208    5  0 
195    0  6 

47    7  2 
42    9  9 
45    4  0 
39    4  8 

2    2  7 

2  4  4 

3  0  0 
2  16  1 

1  12  6 
1    5  0 

8  13  7 

9  14  9 
7  14  10 
9  17  8 

294    7  4 
236    3  4 
354    3  10 
248    3  11 

10  1 
10  0 

6  2 
9  2 

513  10  0 
512  13  0 
506  14  0 
512  16  0 

1  3 
1  2 
1  2 
1  2 

2,031 

710 

2,741 

909  11  6 

174    5  7 

10    3  0 

2  17  6 

36    0  10 

1,132  18  5 

8  3 

2,045  13  0 

1  2 

I  PLYMOUTH. 


PLYMPT0N  ST 


SOUTHMOLTON. 


THOMAS,  ST 


TIVERTON. 


1C2 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OP 


ued  Lady-Day  isyy. 


I  1 

1  !• 


31 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


CORRINGTON. 

Area,  83,388  acres. 
Pop.,  12,501. 

Total  for  4  years 
lOTNES^ 

Area,  96,475  acres. 
Pop.,  41,445. 

Total  tor  4  years 
Total  for  the  County 


19  12  6 
18  4 


25  10  0 
29  16  0 


63  8  0 
68  16  0 

64  11 
109  13 

300    8  C 


152    5    3    18  2 


32,515      847  33,^62 


2  16  0  3  14  4 

2  16  Oi  3 

2  12  Oj  4  17  10 

2  15  0  4  12  1 


.    d.  £    s.  d.ls. 

4  10J  124    3  Oj  I  9 

4  31  124  13  0  1  9 

5  0  126  3  oj  1  10 
4    5  125    9  7  1  10 


j  500    8    7|  1  9 


1  12 

2  0  0 
2  15  0 
2  10  0 

8  17 

15  11    0296  16  5827  15 


124  5 
134    6  5 


548    6    3  3  11 


APPENDIX. 


DEVON" — conti n  ned. 


Fobb  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 

1903. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

ation 

cination 
per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

•o 

II 

w  Total  Number  of 
He-Vaccinations. 

O 
1 

H 

5. 

d 
> 

6. 

6 

H 

7. 

i 

1 
1 
"3 

8. 

9. 

—  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

■5  a 
>  a 

|S 

EH  a 
11. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vac 
and  Re- Vaccination 

|q 
1  § 

13. 

^•d 

14. 

UNION. 

£  s. 

d. 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 

£  s. 

d. 

£  s. 

d. 

s.  d. 

£  s. 

d. 

s  d. 

T0RRINGT0N. 

X) 

265 

265 

78  18 

6 

12    7  3 

- 

- 

4  3 

6 

95  9 

3 

7  2 

126  4 

1 

1  10 

31 

22o 

1 

226 

76  7 

6 

14  12  6 

- 

4  9 

9 

95  9 

9 

8  5 

134  6 

2 

1  11 

>2 

263 

86 

349 

92  13 

0 

16    7  7 

- 

4  2 

3 

113  2 

10 

6  6 

131  7 

1  11 

33 

276 

24 

300 

96  6 

0 

13    1  5 

3  12 

1 

112  19 

6 

7  6 

130  12 

1  10 

1,029 

111 

1,140 

344  5 

0 

56    8  9 

- 

______ 

16    7  7 

417    1  4 

7  4 

522    9  7 

1  10 

T0TNE*. 

X) 

683 

1 

684 

237  16 

8 

59  16  6 

2  11  5 

15  3 

315  S 

0 

9  3 

375  0 

0 

0  11 

31 

742 

9 

751 

201  2 

0 

54  17  4 

1  16  3 

13  1 

3 

270  16 

10 

7  3 

375  0 

0 

0  11 

)2 

732 

1,028 

430  19 

6 

59  10  6 

2    9  7 

13  10 

3 

506  9 

10 

5  9 

375  0 

0 

0  11 

33 

653 

34 

687 

214  6 

0 

55    1  9 

2  10  2 

19  2 

4 

291  0 

3 

8  6 

375  0 

0 

0  11 

2,810 

1,072 

3,882 

1,084  4 

2 

229    6  1 

9    7  5 

60  17  3 

1,383  14 

11 

7  2 

1,500  0 

0 

0  u 

36,817 

13,927 

50,744 

16,251   6  I 

3,754  17  3 

51  15  3 

107    6  10 

5  17 

6 

837  13 

5 

21,008  16 

4 

8  , 3  j25,828  7 

164 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


i  headed  "Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O.'s."  does  not  in  the  c 


Foira  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


^  Total  Number  of  Primary  j 
•  Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of 
Re-Vaccinations. 

1 

*>  Total  Number  of  Operations,  j 

Total 

Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
and  Re-Vaccination. 

§1 
1  ^* 

°  > 
P 

12. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 

q 

6. 

$ 
1 
7. 

oo  Legal  Proceedings. 

to  Rent. 

1  . 
1  1 
10. 

_  Total  Reiminera- 
f  tiou  of  D.M.O.'s. 

h 

14. 

j  157 
j  179 
,  182 
199 

- 

157 
179 
182 
199 

£    a.  d. 
20    1  0 

22  18 

23  5  6 
48    7  0 

£    s.  d. 
18    5  0 

18  18  4 

19  11  8 
18    3  3 

£   s.  d 

£    s.  d. 
- 

£    s.  d 
- 

£    s.  d 

1  8  11 

2  6  7 
2  10  9 

£   s.  d. 
39  14  11 
43  16  11 
45    3  9 
69    1  0 

s.  d 
5  1 

4  11 

5  0 

6  11 

£    s.  d 
392    0  C 
424  11  C 
447  10  C 
431  15  C 

3 

2  1 
3 

717 

- 

717 

114  11  6 

74  18  3 

- 

- 

8    6  10 

197  16  7 

5  6 

1,695  16  C 

2  1 

221 
183 
ISO 
170 

222 
183 
180 
170 

34  10  0 
28    6  0 
30    1  6 
42    1  6 

9  16  6 
11    4  0 
13  19  11 

4    1  2 

- 

2    3  0 

- 

5    9  9 

5    8  3 
7    2  4 

49  16  3 

48  9  10 

49  9  8 
53    5  0 

4  6 

5  4 

5  6 

6  3 

429  10  6 
440    1  C 
429  15  3 
432  15  4 

4 
3 
4 
4 

754 

1 

755 

134  19  0 

39    1  7 

2    3  0 

— — 

24  17  2 

201    0  9 

5  4 

1,732  2  1 

4 

23{ 
2K 
21£ 
194 

_ 

235 
219 
215 
194 

23  11  0 
21    7  6 
21  12  6 
34  19  6 

4  14  9 
6   0  0 
6    6  1 

5  12  7 

- 

3  19  8 

3  15  1 

4  5  9 

32    5  5 
31  12  2 
31  13  8 
44  17  10 

2  9 
2  11 
2  11 
4  8 

155  10  0 
157    1  0 
157    0  0 
157  13  6 

1 
1 
1 
1 

863 

- 

863 

101  10  6 

22  13  5 

- 

16    5  2 

140    9  1 

3  3 

627    4  6 

1 

132 
127 
101 
100 

3 
1 

135 
128 
101 
100 

20    0  6 
16  19  6 
18  15  0 
10  13  0 

8  17  ( 
8    0  C 
7  11  3 

5    5  0 

0    8  0 
0    8  0 
0    8  0 
0    8  0 

- 

29    6  0 

25  7  6 

26  14  3 
16    6  0 

4  4 

4  0 

5  3 
3  3 

172    5  0 
165  10  0 
172  17  6 
162    7  0 

12 
6 
8 
9 

460 

4 

464 

66    8  0 

29  13  9 

1  12  0 

- 

97  13  9 

4  3 

672  19  6 

8 

243 
240 
224 
339 

2 
1 

3 

245 
241 
224 
342 

32    9  6 
28  16  0 
28  19  0 
20  12  6 

14  16  5 

15  19  3 
13  10  7 
10    5  7 

1  10  0 

7    2  8 

7    9  6 
6    7  9 

54    8  7 
52  13  ( 
49  19  1 
38  15  1C 

4  5 
4  4 
4  6 
2  3 

352  14  0 
357    2  0 
345    8  0 
350    1  0 

2 

2 
2 

1,046 

6 

1,052 

110  17  0 

54  11  10 

1  10  0 

28  18  2 

195  17  < 

3  9 

1,405  5  0 

2 

328 
301 
232 
161 

1 

329 
301 
232 
161 

51    5  2 
47  12  8 
35  18  0 
23  15  0 

28  2  t 

29  17  0 
24    5  9 
16   4  5 

2  18  0 
4    8  0 

3  8  0 
1    0  0 

11    1  4 

10  19  1 
10  10  6 

9    5  4 

93    6  10 
92  16  9 
74    2  3 
50   4  9 

5  8 

6  2 
6  5 
6  3 

329    0  0 
333    0  0 
341    0  0 
335    0  C 

2 
2 

2 

1,022 

1 

1,023 

158  10  10 

98    9  6 

11  14  0 

41  16  3 

810  10  7 

6  1 

1,338  0  ( 

2 

BEAMINSTER. 

Area,  58,693  acres. 
Pop.,  9,184. 

aotal  for  4  years 

BLANDFORD. 

Area,  61,959  acres. 
Pop.,  12,453 

Total  for  4  years 

BRIDP0RT. 

Area,  32,837  acres. 
Pop.,  12,708. 


Area,  46,741  acres, 
fop.,  5,064. 

Total  for  4  years 

DORCHESTER. 

Area,  70,731  acres 
Pop.,  18,937. 

Total  for  4  years 


Area,  25,284  acres. 
Pop.,  32,335. 
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uneration  is  only  shown  in  those  cases  where  information  as  to  the  number  <>!  vi-uts  made  by  the  D.M.O.  has  been  giv 
REHAM  AND  t'URBECK,  VVlMBORNE  AND  CRANBORNE. 


In  the  following 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


HQS 


BEAMINSTER. 


120  3  0 
95  12  0 
170  12 


147  17 
126  14 


454  16 
451  11 


1  17 

1  19  9 


27  13  6 
27  13  11 
19  16  11 


6  10  7 
3    5  10 


93  10  1 
90  6  9 
120  14  11 
111  13  10 

421    5  7 


10  2 

10  9 
8  5 

11  5 


433  1)  1 
433  3 

463  7  3  • 
449  14  10 


10    01,779  17  0 


86  14 
71  13 
64  17 

64  16 


13  18 
11  15 


3  19  11 
3  6  11 
3    7  11 


155  10 

156  10 

157  10 
157  11 

627  2 


47  14 
50  15 
42  19 


9    1  6 

9    4  6 

6  16  3 

8  12  0 

33  14 


60  7  6  13  7 
50    3    s'  3  4 


130    8    6  15  5 


184  15  0  8 

170  10  010 
175  15 

172  10  0 

703  10 


146  14 
91  19  10 


270  6 
219  12  0 
218  16 


35  12  2 
23  14 


93  11  2 

89    4  6 

79  10  6 

85    9  0 


1  10  0 

1  10  0 
1  10 

1  10  0 

6   0  0 


189  16 
122  9 
155  16 
322  10  10  2 

790  13  0 


16  11  2 
5  15  6 


12  0  6 
12  11 


9  io  : 
344  11  11  : 
341  19 


336    0  0 
335    0    0  ! 
366  10   0  < 


DORCHESTER. 


POOLE. 


1,007  14   0    347  15  2 


i  12    0  1,429  10  0  ; 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  0 


Four  Yeabs  bnded  Lady-Day,  1 


SHAFTESBURY. 

Area  43,089  acres. 
Pop.  12,955. 

Total  for  4'yeais 

SHERBORNE 

Area  38,411  acn  s. 
Pop.  11,474. 

Total  for  4  years 
STURMINSTER. 

Area  39.342  acres. 
Pop.  8,814. 

Total  for  4  years 

WAREHAM  AND 
PURBECK. 

Area  92,519  acres. 
Pop.  15,989. 

Total  for  4  years 

WEYMOUTH. 

Area  33,201  acr3s 
Pop.  42,977 

Total  for  4  yea 

WIMBORNE  AND 

CRANBORNE. 

Area  81,534  acres 
Pop.  17,104. 

Total  for  4  years 
Total  for  the  County 


4  13 

4  13 

5  13 


3  18  0 
3  7  11 
3  16  6 
3    4  0 


14    6  5 


2  0  0 
2  0 


20  0 
39    0  0 


44  2 
44    9  10 
47  9 
46  15 


182  17 


34  ] 

183  i  e 


200  10 
200  16 


30  0  0 

24  0 

34  0  0 

4S  0  0 


221  0 
226  0 


47  4 

44    9  6 

43  13  0 

23  13  0 

159    0  2 


36  18 
44  8 
34  1 


24  8  11 
36  11  5 

25  19  5 


4  15    0  31  15  0 


1    9  6 
1  8 
1    7  10 


1,230       15  1,245 


154  10    6      52   6  0 


5  11 

5  16  0 

5  12 

5  14 

22  13  4 


136    0  0 


62  12 
60  13  11 

56  2 


101  19 
63  15 


65  2  6 
55  11 


274  0 

275  10 
:  274  0 

289  0 


;  215  10  6 
200    1  0 
299  1 
289  12 


68  17    6  298    1  7 


2,524    1  10  4    914,344  14  l  i 
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Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


£    b.  d. 

83    4  6 

62  12  0 

55    6  0 

90    7  6 

291  10  0 


U  0  0 
73    0  0 


147  19  0 

132  11  0 

128    9  0 

224  10  4 


633    9  4 


15  10 
15  19 
14  18 


7  18 
40  12 


48  10 
42    8  10 


2    0  0 
2  0 
2    0  0 


1  10 
1  17 


12  11 
0  10 
0  10  0 


3  5  0 
2  15  8 

2  19  11 

3  0 

12    0  11 


2  0 

3  0  0 


5    5  4 

4  113 

5  2  8 


5  10  0 
5  13  8 


J? 
IS 


£  s.  d. 
95  10  2 
81  9  11 
74  14  11 
108  10  4 

360    5  4 


80  0  0 
74  0 


193  13 

252  13  9 

282  10 

472  14 

1,201  11  11 


203  9  8 
182  10 


12,946   3,911  16,857  5,983  10    0  1,511  10    7  39  18    9  40    8  10    2    0   0  256  16    5  7,834  4 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


335  0  0 

304  18 

305  0  0 
305  0  0 


I  236    0  0 
I  222    0  0 
235    0  0 


305  2  6 
353  3  6 


407  0  0 

407  0 

407  0 

407  0  0 

8    01,628  0  0 


38017  0 
369  1  0 


4  15,096  2  8 


SHAFTESBURY. 


STURMINSTER. 


WAR  EH  AM  AND 
PURBECK. 


WIMBORNE  AND 
CRANB0RNE. 


16.-5 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 

The  column  headed  "Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O.'s."  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  Remuneration  of  all  the  Officer- 

the  following  Unions  the  information  was  not  complete  :- 


AUCKLAND. 

Area  64,445  acres. 
Pop.  94,542 

Total  for  4  years 

CHESTER-LE- 
STREET. 

Area  34,620  acres. 
Pop.  60,552. 


DARLINGTON. 

Area  65,704  acres. 
Pop.  56,209. 

Total  for  4  years 

DURHAM. 

Area  44,252  acres. 
Pop.  74,252. 


Area  38,119  acres. 
Pop.  50,725. 

Total  for  4  year; 

GATESHEAD. 

Area  26,222  acres. 
Pop.  173,453. 


Foue  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


1.234 
1,175 


1,217 
1,095 

1898  1,048 

1899  1,044 

|  

4,404 


1896 
1897 


1,112 

1,053 


1,730 
1,436 
1,372 
1,840 

6,378 


4,795 


105  17  0 
101  19  8 
107  10  10 
458  17 


1,219 
1,095 
1,065 
1,049 

4,428 


774    4  6 


107  0  0 
105  0  0 
194   0  0 


21  19 
20    0  6 


117  9 
110  18  6 


1,391 
1,112 
1,062 


1,777 
1,470 
1,461 
1,900 


143  0  0 
149    0  0 


6,608 1    753  12  6 


64  11 
76  15 
59  12  6 
134  17 


43  13 
54  13 


£  s.  d.    £   s.  d. 


64  11 
51  18  10 


0  18  6 
2    8  10 


138  5  11 
143  10  4 


6  53  12  6 

6  51  17 

6  52  14 

6  72  13  6 


164  14    0  230  17 


35  7  11 
33  15  0 


27  0 
25   0  0 


79  15 
119  15 


Where  th, 
Public 
Vaccinator 
alsr.  D.  M.C 


£     s.  d. 

267  14  3 
274    4  11 
263  10  10  < 
709  10    512    2  405  2 


1,515    0  6 


206  0  0  4 

191  0  0  4 

188  0  0  3  11 

288  0  0  6  6 


99    0   0  I 
100  0 
103    0   0  1 


873    0   0  • 


101  15  0  I 
65  12  9  1 
74  13 


405  10 

567  0 


15   0   0  385  16  10  1,718    2  2 


5   21,081  5  0 
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DURHAM. 


>  Lady-Day,  1903. 


973    386   0  0 


112  12 
153  13 
149  15 


1,149  441  13  0 
1,334  415  10  0 
1,620    480  16  0 


2,234 
25]  2,367 
64  2,670 
946  4,351 


l,048j  11,622 


549  0  0 
503    0  0 


877  0  6 
1,207  10  6 


Where  the  ^ 
Public 

also  D.M.O. 


47  11 
46  11 


£  s.  d. 
1,824  10  8 
1,102  12  4 
1,123  3  11 
1,211 


1,261 


521    0    010  9 


1    1  0 

1  16  0 
1  10  0 


0  3  6 
6    1  0 

1  5 


36  19  10 
34   9  4 


28  0  0 
28  0 


127 


432  8 
505  18 


1,773    0    Oil  2 


610    9  010 


768  14  4 
649  3 


740  0  Oil 

698  0  0  10 

721  0  Oil 

777  0  Oil 


205    5  0 

201    6  6 

197  17  6 

198  2  6 


:  11  6 


142  0 
154  0 


0    Oil    2  603    0  0 


5  1,116  3  11  10  0 

76    8    2  1,110  0  2  9 

61  14    4  1,203  8  6  9 

72  14    5  1,576  9  6  7 


338  16    4  5,006    2    li  8    71,059   4  0 


CHESTER-LE- 

STREET. 


DARLINGTON. 


EASINGTON. 


1 

]70  DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY   OF  1 


UNION 

Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day.  1899. 

1 

1. 

Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

M  Total  Number  of 
•  Re-Vaccinations. 

*■  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

) 

Other  Expenses. 

„  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
!"*  and  Re-Vaccination. 

jination 
per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 

5. 

o  V.O. 

1 
7. 

1 

1 
S 
& 

8. 

9. 

_  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

§  S 
>.JL 

si 
H 

12. 

Id 

1  I 
13 

_   Average  Coet  per  , 
'    Visit  of  D.M.O.  1 

HARTLEPOOL. 

Area,  22,509  acres. 
Pop.,  88,234. 

Total  tor  4  years 

HOUGHTON  LE 
SPRING. 

189< 
1897 
189s 
189(1 

945 
933 
1,005 
814 

17 

28 
28 
13 

962 
961 
1,033 
827 

£   s.  dJ       £   s.  d. 

73  0    0      87    0  0 

74  0    0      85    0  0 
90    0    0      92    0  0 

144   0    0      89    0  0 

£    s.  d. 

2    0  0 
1    0  0 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 
40    0  0 
40    0  0 
40    0  0 
40    0  0 

£    s.  d. 

36  0  0 
28    0  0 

37  0  0 

38  0  0 

£    s.  d. 
236    0  0 
227    0  0 
261    0  0 
312   0  0 

s.  d. 
4  11 

4  9 

5  1 
7  7 

£    s.  d. 
349    0  0 
375    0  0 
322   0  0 
306   0  0 

8.  d 

1  : 
1  ' 
1 

1  i 

3,697 

86 

3,783 

! 

381    0    0    353    0  0 

3    0  0 

160    0  0 

139    0  0 

1,036    0  0 

5  6 

1,352  0  0 

1  i 

i 

Area,  16,360  acres. 
Pop.,  40,847. 

Total  for  4  years 

LANCHESTER. 

189t» 
1897 
1898 
180!) 

469 
356 
368 
336 

2 

469 

356 
368 
338 

42    0   0      33    0  0 

33  0    0      30    0  0 

34  0    0      34   0  0 
50    0    0      34    0  0 

4   0  0 
3    0  0 
3    0  0 
2    0  0 

2    0  0 
_ 

9    0  0 
9    0  0 
9    0  0 
6    0  0 

25  0  0 

26  0  0 
26    0  0 
29    0  0 

113    0  0 
103    0  0 
106    0  0 
121    0  0 

4  10 

5  9 
5  9 
7  2 

104    0  0 
102    0  0 
108    0  0 

99    0  0 

0 

0  . 
0  , 
0  , 

1,529 

2 

1,531 

159    0    0    131    0  0 

12    0  0 

2    0  0 

33    0    0  106    0  0 

443    0  0 

5  9 

413    0  0 

0  i 

Area,  67,287  acres. 
Pop.,  83,557. 

Total  for  4  years 

*SEDGEFIELL. 

1896 
1807 
I  80S 
1899 

804 

822 

691  - 
567  - 

804 
822 
691 
567 

100  18  6 
100  19  6 
83    3  6 
76  12  6 

84  1  1 

85  17  2 
82  19  11 
87    9  2 

- 
_ 

7    2    8   33  16  0 
9  13    0   33  17  4 
6  16    6   24  13  6 
2  11    0   30    5  8 

225  18  3 
230    7  0 
197  13  5 
196  18  4 

5  7 
5  7 

5  9 

6  11 

96  6  0 
92    5  0 

97  13  10 
97  19  11 

1 1 

2,884  - 

2,884 

361  14  0 

340    7  4 

26    3   2  122  12  6 

850  17  0 

5  11 

384    4  9 

Area,  45,243  acres. 
Pop.,  21,530. 

Total  for  4  years 

SOUTH  SHIELDS. 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

623 
551 
565 
533 

3 
32 
51 

623 
554 
597 
584 

59    4  6 
59    6  6 
57    1  6 
137    2  4 

47    4  5 
38    7  1 
36  14  10 
34   3  5 

1    5  8 
6    6  2 
4    9  4 
3    2  3 

5    0  0 
5    0  0 
5    0  0 
8    0  0 

9    2  0 
8  16  2 
7    6  2 
7  11  0 

121  16  7 
117  15  11 
110  11  10 
189  19  0 

3  11 

4  3 
3  8 
6  6 

121  6  2 
115  11  S 

122  13  2 
117    5  4 

51 

48  11 

2,272 

86 

2,358 

312  14  10 

156    9  9 

15    3  5 

23    0  0 

32  15  4 

540    3  4 

4  7 

476  16  4 

38  \ 

Area,  16,496  acres 
Pop.,  166,844. 

Total  for  4  years 

STOCKTON. 

Area,  37,474  acres. 
Pop.,  66,297. 

Total  for  4  years 

189f 
1897 
1S<> 
1899 

189( 
189- 
189^ 
189< 

1,618 
1,395 
1,332 
1,13* 

2 
3 
1 
27 

1,620 
1,402 
1,333 
1,163 

130    0  0 
111    0  0 

102    0  0 
89    0  0 

108  O    0  YOU 

109  0    0    3    0  0 
106    0    0    8    0  0 

95    0   0    8    0  0 

14    0  0 
11    0  0 

6  0  0 

7  0  0 

88    0  0 
92    0  C 

105  0  C 

106  0  C 

347    0  0 

326  0  0 

327  0  0 
305    0  0 

i   a  '/is   o  u 
4    8  205  18  0 

4  11  180    4  10 

5  3  208    6  11 

1  ' 
1  1 
1  1 

i  : 

5,48. 

3C 

5,5  IS 

432   0  0 

418    0    o'  26    0  0 

1 

38    0  0 

391    0  0 

1 

1,305    0  0 

1 

4    9  812  12  9 

i  '! 

526|  - 
532  - 
1,542  3,825 
525  26 

i 
| 

526      50    7  C 
532      49    8  6 
5,364     764    1  6 
)      791     167  17  £ 

56  10  i 
56    6  { 
83    4  i 
113  12  f 

8  19  i 
8  16  11 
8  14  4 
8  18  £ 

- 

1  - 

1 

23    0  C 

20  0  C 

21  0  C 
27  10  C 

27  17  £ 

28  11  11 
27  17  C 
27  19  f 

'    166  14  7 
1    163    4  0 
904  17  6 
345  18  0 

6  4 
6  2 
3  4 
8  S 

295  10  0 
274  10  0 
279    0  0 
273   0  0 

1  ! 

2  ! 
2  1 
2  ( 

3,125   4.0881   7,213  1,031  14  8 

1  1 

309  14  f 

35    9  £ 

j  91  10  C 

112    5    9  1,580  14  1 

4  5 

1,122  0  0 

2  < 

*SEDGEFIELD  UNION.— The  amounts  given  in  this  Return  as  the  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination  and  Re-vaccination  for  the  years  1899,  4900,  and  1901 


DURHAM — continued. 


31 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Other  Expei 


1,119 

1,024 
1,313 
1,749 

5,205 


1,124 
54j  1,078 
16  1,329 


127  0  0 
127  0 


£  s. 
1    0  0 


83  0 
0 

0  0 


573  0 
657  0 


.  HARTLEPOOL. 


300  0  0  : 

325  0 

333  0  0  : 

339  0  0  ( 


123  0  0i 

140  0  0  1 
132  0 

132  0  0  ( 

527  0  0  • 


HOUGHTON  LE 
SPRING. 


1,078 
4,032 


333    8  0 

339  13  6 

325  12  0 
400  5 


123  5 
139    7  1 
131    6  10 
134  12    5     1    0  7 

528  11  10     1    0  7 


3  4  10 

4  12  6, 


504  10 
501  18 
573  12 


LANCHESTER. 


4  9 
4  I 


97  17 
94  1 


210  6  0 
185  10  0 


4  12 
2  12 


SEDGEFIELD. 


9  6 
9  10 
9  17 


273  15  0 
276  10 
313    2  10 


10  3  111  6  8  46 

9  1  105  6  450 

10  9  111  5  230  I 

10  0  102  14  648  11 

[  10  0  430  12  8  42  3 


SOUTH  SHIELDS. 


2,047 
2,411 
2,738 


2,070 
2,429 
3,057 
6,321 

)  13,877  : 


947  0 
1,459    0  0 


0    0  126  0 
128  0 


3    0    0  559  0 


1,057  0 

1,214  0 

1,353  0 

1,921  0  0 

1  5,545  0  0 


10    3j  146  9 

10    0!  148  0 

8  10  161  9 

6    ij  180  9 

8    o'  636  9  0 


1  2 
1  0 
0  11 


316  13 
404  16 


207  17 
194  10  6 


9  5  7 
10  12  10 

10  8 

11  14  7 


29  17 

30  10 


530    2  10  1 
578  19 
551  10 
650  6 


1  10 
1  10 


■  272  10 
277  10  0 


42  1 


fer  considerably  from  the  amounts  given  in  the  Local  Taxation  Returns. 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


.1 

O 

imber  o 

1  § 

s  1 

tal  Ni 

S5 

H03 

*  To 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
alsn  D.M.O. 


SUNDERLAND. 

Area,  11,193  acres. 
Pop.,  181,506. 

Tr,f(vl  for  4  years 


Area.  178.139  acres. 
Pop.,  20, 

Total  for  4  years 

WEARDALE. 

Area,  98.357  acret. 
Pop  ,  15,859. 

Total  for  4  years 
Total  for  the  County 


189G 
1897 


L896 
1897 


£  s.  dJ  £ 
135   4  4 


0  17 
131  12  7,  0  14 
134  6  10  1  0 
177  19   3I   0  19 


£   s.  d. 

29  10  0 

30  14 
35  10 

35  10  0 


281  16    7  3  11 
266    6    5  4 
271    0    6  4 


5,040      108:  5,148 


I  11    6    579    3    0    3  11 


131    4  0 


1,278  15    6  5  0 


31    2   0      28    0  0 


16  11    6      19  0 


109  15  0 
140    0  6] 


116    1    0    115  13  9 


21  12  6  18  5 
18  12  6'  15  11 
18   0   0      16  2 


955,     79    8  6 


51,366   4,897  56,263  6,590  15    0  4,277  14    6143  15  -  4 


8    3  10 
5  1 
7  12 


66    9    8  4  10  122  1  0  1 

84   0  10  5  10  106  0  0  1 

40  13    4  5    9  100  10  0  1 

68  15  101  5    7  96  10  0  1 


259  I 


8  5 


425  1 


1  0  0 
1  0  0 
1    0  0 


6    8  3  3  116  11 

3  7  4  3!  115  10 
2    9  3  9j  128  17 

4  10.  2  2  131  10  0 


0    9   0    3    0  0 


1  492    9  6 


3   4    0  783    6    21,812  12  2  13,611   7   2  4  10  10,762  9  0! 
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iTJBHAM — continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 

| 
1 

0 

1  i 

A  a 

11 

<?. 

3. 

*>•  Total  Nurabei  of  Operations.  j 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
^  and  Re- Vaccination. 

—  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
!°  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

UNION. 

> 

5 

s  V.O. 

-i  Postage. 

»  Legal  Proceedings. 

p  Rent. 

_  Miscellaneous 
■=  Expenses. 

—  Total  Remunera 
**  tion  of  D.M.O.  s. 

—  Average  Cost  per 
Visit  of  D.M.O. 

1,405 
1,411 
1,658 
1,896 

3 
7 

32 
218 

1,408 
1,418 
1,690 
2,114 

£   s.  d. 
553    8  6 
580    0  6 
646  18  6 
738  13  6 

£  s.  d 
259  11  0 
270    5  0 
280  17  3 

285    5  3 

£  s.  d. 
2    3  6 
1  10  8 
1  16  9 
1    6  0 

£    8.  d. 

1    9  6 
1    1  0 

£  s.  d. 

£  s.  d. 
0  12  6 

£    s.  d. 
816  12  6 
851  16  2 
929  12  6 
1,026  18  3 

s.  d. 

11  7 

12  0 
11  0 

9  9 

10  11 

£    a.  d. 
233  19  10 
320    1  3 
374   0  9 
358  12  6 

1,286  14  4 

s.  d 
1  11 
1  6 
1  6 
1  4 

1  6 

SUNDERLAND. 

TEESDALE. 

WEARDALE. 

6,630 

2,519    1  0 

1,095  18  6 

6  16  11 

2  10  6 

0  12  6 

3,624  19  5 

655 
465 
391 
420 

1 

1 

77 
150 

656 
466 
468 
570 

167    9  6 
165    7  6 
122  14  0 
179  18  6 

61    2  0 
58  13  0 
47    2  4 
56    3  7 

1    6  0 

7    2  9 

6  14  10 

7  8  9 
6    4  11 

235  14  3 
232    1  4 
177    5  1 
242    7  0 

7  2 
10  0 

7  7 

8  6 

£    s.  d. 

116    0  0 
90  10  0 
93    0  0 

118    0  0 

1  7 
1  6 
1  6 
1  11 

22gj  2,160    635   9  6 

223    0  11 

1    6  0 

27  11  3 

887    7  8 

8  3 

417  10  0 

1  7 

261 
198 
265 
216 

1 

8 
12 

261 
199 
273 
228 

113  17  6 

70  18  0 
78  12  0 
87    0  6 

30  13  5 

25  1  11 
24  11  1 

26  4  9 

144  10  11 
95  19  11 
103    3  1 
113    5  3 

11  1 

9  8 
7  7 
9  11 

118  10  0 
127    0  6 
118    2  0 
114   0  0 

0  8 
0  8 
0  8 
0  7 

940 

21 

961 

350    8  0 

106  11  2 

456  19  2 

9  6 

477  12  6 

0  8 

72,293 

5,160 

77,453 

27,156  13  4 

9,486  18  8 

77    0  4 

43  15  0 

3    0  0 

2,088  12  3 

38,855  19  7 

10    0  11,723  8  6 

A  A 


■ 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  '. 


The  Column  headed  "Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O's.  "  does  Dot  in  the  < 
In  the  following  Union: 


COUNTY 

ise  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  Officerr  I 
the  information  was  not  complete  :• — Braintree,  Chelmsfori 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


£ 

§  J 
l| 

11 


BILLERICAY. 

Area  49,851  acre 
Pop.  22,436. 

Total  for  4  years 

BRAINTREE. 

Area  68,285  acres. 
Pop.  26,893. 

Total  for  4  years 

CHELMSFORD. 

Area  86,157  acres. 
Pop.  36,297. 

Total  for  4  years 

COLCHESTER. 

Area  11,333  acres. 
Pop-  38,373. 

Total  for  4  years 

DUNMOW. 

Area  73,503  acres. 
Pop.  15,705. 

Total  for  4  years 

EPPING. 

Area  48,117  acres. 
Pop.  30,461. 

Total  for  4  years 


67  10  0 
64  7 

60    9  2 

59  14  8 

252  1 


67  0  0 

81  0  0 

81  0 

70  0  0 

299  0  0 


20  0  0 
20    0  0 


18  10  7 
18  16  0 
21  10  11 


29    0  0 
48  0 
38    0  0 


31  19  8 
34  11  6 


46  11    0,      17  10  0 


48    0    0      14    4  0 


175    3    0,     61  14  0 


40  5 
66  15  0 


44  17 
47  17  11 

64  8 


11 


15  17 
13  9 


7  18 
7  11  10 
6  11 


)  14  11  7 

i  13  13  9 

13    2  3 

i  13    4  9 

i  54  12  4 


4  10 

5  0  0 
5  10  0 


4  19  11 
4  19  1 


4  17  6 
7    9  6 


12  10 
10  16 


67  16 
57  17 


252    6    6  5  81,i 


,  U  h-e  &i 

Public  j 
Vaccinator 
also  D.M.C 


it  of  \ 

Id 

tion 

12. 

13. 

382  10 
363  7 


95  13  11 
90  17 


346  1 
357  1 


105  0  0 

143  0 

133  0 

110  0 

491  0    0  4    81,013  0 


125  14 
130    9  9 
111    4  5 


5  1 

5  0 


2  19    0  43  14  2 


106  18  2 

101  10  11 

105  18  11 

149  16  11 

464    4  11 


550  12  6  :! 
549  4    6  I 


APPENDIX. 
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>F  ESSEX. 


visits  made  by  the   D.M.O.   has  been  given. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  lyu.J. 


V 


H  5 


Wb«re  the 
Public 

also  D.M.O. 


288    0  0 
558  0 
1,503  0 


97  12 
163  14  0 


227  10 
100    1  10 


174  13  0 
153  10 
695  12 


51    0  1 

64    9  2 

46  13  1 
55  14 

217  17  1 


32  5  10 
28  12 


72  0  o 
84  0 


36  19  0 
38  4  3 
45    8  0 


52  19  8 

42  17 

42  11 

37  15 

176  3  7 


0  10  9 
0  13  0 


3  0 

4  0  0 


£  s.  d. 
2    2  0 


7  15  7 

5  18  9 

6  10  11 


3  14  6 
3  6  2 
3  5  2 
3  12  10 

13  18  8 


13    8  11 
i  10  2 
12  17  8 
29    0  6 

;  17  3 


190  15 
233  0 


134  18  2 
155  17  2 
185  18  11 


373  0 
656    0  0 


154  8  6 

217  11  8 

238  16  11 

487  3  5 

,098  0  6 


394  12 
366  12  6 


490  0  0  1  10 

492  0  0  1  10 

631  0  0 

753  0  0  2  2 


4  14    3  168  8 

4  15    3  155  9 

4   4    8  274  6 

4    16  141  18    4  1 


17  15    8    740    2  5 


1  10  0 

4  16  0 

3  2  6 

0  10  0 

9  18  6 


11  18 

11  16  11 

11  18 

15  15 

51    8  11  1 


548  9 
548    3  11 
568  12  11 

6    62,211  11  10  ; 


BILLEEICAY. 


CHELMSFORD. 


COLCHESTER. 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  OK  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  0 


11 


Form  Years  ended  Lady-Day.  lS'JU. 


Other  Expenses. 


|  g. 


§1 


SI 


Where  tl 
Public 
Vaccinate  j 
also  D.M. 


Il 


Area,  39,359  a 
Pop.,  16,249 


1897 
1898 
1899 


Total  for  4  years 


18  4  6 
16  17  4 


0  10  6 
2  12 


307  11  0 
327  13 


3  11 

4  6 


0  13    0i    211  14  4 


LEXDEN  AND 

WINSTREE. 

Area,  71,049  acres. 
Pop.,  21,146. 

Total  for  4  years 
MALDON. 

Area,  89,887  acres. 
Pop.,  23,117. 

Total  for  4  years 
ONGAE. 

Area,  47,236  acres. 
Pop.,  10,044. 

Total  for  4  years 

0RSETT. 

Area,  41,298  acres 
Pop.,  33,746 

Total  for  4  years 
R0CHF0ED. 

Area,  63,121  acres. 
Pop.,  51,170. 

Total  for  4  years 


1896 
1897 


62    1  8  26  18  10 

72    2  8  27  19 

70  11  2  26  14 

58  14  0  22  5 

263    9  6  103  17 


63  0  0 

55  0  0 

50  0  0 

50  0 

218  0  0 


12  0 
15    0  0 


34  11 
25  0 
16  6 
20  19 


44  0 
44    0  0 


0  11  4 
4  16  5 


22  10 
19  2 

23  2 


16  0 
11  0 


0  0 

0  0! 

0  0 

0  Oi 


0  12 

1  10 


1  11  0 

2  8  0 

3  16  0 
3    1  0 

10  16  0 


12  6  9 
12  16 


4  0  0 

5  0  0 
7  0  0 
4  0  0 


14  0  0 

15  0 

16  0  0 
16  0  0 

61  0  0 


102  9  11 
99  17 


4   4   110  7 


4    6]  103  0 


9  0  0 
8    0  0 


70  0 
68    0  0 


31  18 

29  7 


2  10 
2  11 


51  11 
59  18  11 


134  17 
138  15 


APPENDIX. 


E  S  SEX — r.ontiv  ued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


>  a 

1  1 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


100  11 
113  14 
314    3  11 


44  18 

45  3  5 


128  12    0  28 


251    5    6      24  13 
300  19    Oj     23  15  9 


0  12  6 
0  11  2 
0  10  4 
0  12  11 


792   2    6    101    0  10 


2    6  11 


0  7  6 
10  16  0 


0  0 
0  0 


91    8  4 

68  12  9 

139    8  3 

326    5  0 


625  14  4 


6.486 
1,521 


344     165    6  11 
338     155  11  9 
8,233  1,219  17  1 


1,184  2,446    1  11 


12    5  11 

15  3 


146    6  9 

136    5  0 

338    8  5 

330  15  9 


951  15  11 


179  0 
310    0  0 


0  10  0 
13    0  0 


56  0  0 
76  0 


4  0  0  2  0  0 

2  0  o'  24  0  oj 

3  0  0  25  0  01 
3  0  0  5  0  0 

12  0  0  56  0  0 


3  16  1 
2  14 


12  14  10 
12  16 


187  17    3  10  7 


9    01,229  19  0 


157  11  10 
136    0  11 


102    8  11 

81  11  610 

155  10  3 

344    2  : 


683  13  7 


304  12  : 
1,573  0 


18  0 

19  0 


97    0    0  2,247    0  0 


104  0 
102  14 
100  15 


LEXDEN  AND 
WINSTREE. 


MALD0N. 


576  0  0  2  8 
561    0    0   2  11 


1,643  0    0   2  9 


355    9  11   2  11 
376  12  8 
363  11  10 


7    61,478  3    6   3  0 


6    3  1,459  0  0 


K0CHF0RD. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Fotra  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


■5* 


-a 

o  "° 


.11 


§1 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


Area,  47,652  acrea. 
Pop.,  95,455. 

Total  for  4  years 

SAFFBON  WALDEN. 

Area,  64,505  acres. 
Pop.,  16,132. 

Total  for  4  years 


Area,  84,076  acres. 
Pop.,  45,025. 

Total  for  4  years 

WEST  HAM. 

Area,  18,786  acres, 
fop.,  580,396. 


*  Total  tor  tne  County 


4,727 
4,587 
4,042 
3,265 


16,621 


60  0  0 
62   0  0 


5    0    0    6    0  0 


18  10 
14  17  10 


597  16  8 
599  5  11 
536  14  2 
766    0  8 


2,499  17    5  1,244  12  4 


5,351  12    9i  2,7 


25    I    0  618  1 


79  12  0 

79  12  0 

79  12  0 

79  12  0 


1  0  11 
1    0  10 


68  14  0 

74  13 

75  12 


333    0    0  1    S  J 


268    1  11  2 

265  11  9  3 

263  10  0  2  1 

291  10  0  3 


5  10  1,088  13  8 


15  18 
20  12 
18  15 
18  19  11 


129  7  10 
100  11  11 


74    5  10 


262  10  0 

262  10  0 

264  10  0 

264  10  0 


1,222 
1,230 
1,183  19  10 


1.054  0  U 


425  13 
405  7 


1,675  4  2 
1,710  2  8 


6    1 6,626  15  0  1 


APPENDIX^ 


mi 


S  S  SEX — con  tinued. 


>  Lady- Day,  1903. 


Public 
Vaccinator  13 
also  D.M.O. 


a  J 
25 "I 
11 


1,400 
1,421 
3,642 


1,437 
1,765 
.  12,213 


280  0  0 

536  0 

541  0  0 

2,518  0  0 


.  d.  ROMFORD. 


29  0 
34  0 


253  0  0 
470    0  0 


:  3,875    0    0  1,155    0  0 


0    0    835    0    0  1 
59    0    oj    853  l 
124    0    0  3,112    0  0 


61,721  0  0 


96    9  0 

76  13  6 

290    1  6 

89    0  0 

552    4  0 


31    6  0 

35  4 


SAFFRON  WAIDEN 


1  0  0 
1  1 
1  1 


9  0 
5  10 


3  9 

4  2 


415  19  0 
405  13 


209  10  0 
265  17  10 
342  2 
761    8  0 


1  13 
3  10  1 


20  15  11 
>  10  0 


278  2  10 
339  16  10 


i  400  15 
407  12 


6    21,61615  0 


13,937 
10,418 


33,295 
5,761 


6,633 
7,244 
47,232 
16,197 

5  77,288  1 


2,142  14 

2,278  2 

8,051  14 

4,375  2 


667  7  6 

668  17  3 
781  10  3 
970    8  7 


280  10  0 
285  13  9 


13    0    0  300  5 


3,090  12 

3,232  13  0 
9,137 

5,658  1 


13    0    0  1170  12  1121,119  9 


9  4  1,543  10 

8  11  1,556  7 

3  101,543  0  1 

7  01,545  0 

5    66,187  18  3 


3  131    0    6   34    0    01,908  14  0  47,345  5  11 
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'departmental  committee  on  vaccination  expenses  : 


COUNTY  OF 

The  Column  headed  "  Total  Remuneration  of  District  Medical  Officers  "  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the 

In  the    following  Unions  the  information  w&s  not  complete : — Barton  Regis, 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  I8d9. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  U 
aiso  D.M.O. 


BARTON  REGIS. 

Area  19,669  acres. 
Pop.  16,081. 

Total  for  4  years 


Area  11,942  acres. 
Pop.  329,366. 

Total  for  4  years 

CHELTENHAM' 

Area  26,526  acres. 
Pod-  57.882. 

Total  for  4  years 

CHIPPING 

SODBURY. 

Area  63,284  acres. 
Pop.  17,621. 

Total  for  4  years 

CIRENCESTER. 

Area  86,277  acres. 
iPop.  19,620. 

Total  for  4  years 

DTJRSLEY. 

Area  26,786  acres. 
Pop.  11,636. 


Total  for  4  years 


£    s.    d.      £    s.    d.     £    s.  d.     £    s.  d.     £   s.  d.  £ 


44  12  0 
10  14  0 
14  18 


1317  0 
21  0 

35  0 


25  8 
23    1  0 


4  11 
48  10  6 
13  11  0 


26  6  10 
26    6  10 


29  16 
33  14 


3  16  6 
3    9  9 


0  0 
0  0 


191    0   0  14   0    0    2    0  0 


19  19  1 
23  4  8 
18    4  10 


24  9 
22    0  8 


4  3  1 
12  10 


14  1 
14  1 


6  15  0 
6  15  0 


23    7  10      51    3  0 


23    7  10      51    3  0 


3  11  6 
26  18  9 


43  1 

85    8  0 

39  10  8 

224   5  4 


18  0  0  70  0 

99  0  0  1542  0  0 

28  0  0  104  0  0 

29  0  0  115  0  0 


174    0    0   1,831    0  0 


6  2  11 
5  10  0 
5  12  1 


63  16  10 
208  12 
55  18 


23  13    3     379  12  0 


6  15  9 
5  17 


24  15    0.  24    8  0 


1  10 

2  16 

1  10  0 

2  10  0 


6  0 


144  18 
141  13 


6    6  1,187  13  3  1: 


31  10  253  0  14 

2  llj  245  0  0  5, 

12  10  247  0  0  4 

0  255  0  0  41 


3    4  1,000  0   0  4) 


19    0     54  1  3 
6    1     56    5  0 
2  11   219  11  0 


4   2  380  16  0 


9  237  5  0 

411    6    lj  3    l]  228  10  0 

95    1    4  5    5  238 

107  15    17    3  360  17  10 


712    6  11  3  ll' 1,064  17  10 


3  11  0 

3  13  0 

4  2  lo| 
7  12  2; 


13  15  1 
68  9  10 
26  15  1 
21    9  11 


18  1 


130    9  11 


298  15  6 
293  13  6 
290  14 
281  2 


1,164 


*  BARTON  REGIS  UNION.—  Information  for  1896,  1 


APPENDIX. 
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GLOUCESTER. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady- Day,  1903. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


1> 
H05 


92  13 
68  13  0 


900 


2,497 
3,156 


2,067 
2,517 
2,531 
3,905 

'  11,020  I 


924  15 
923  11 
1,231  12 


47    1  11 

38  5 
44  15 
52  7 

182  10  9     10  1 

299  15  0^    1    9  0 

327    4  0 

320    3  10 

363  11  9 


5  16  6 
10  16  10 

6  17 


£    s.  d.  s.  ( 

147  13  6  10 

113    0  o|  7  0 

143    2  6  6 

165  17  9   7  8 


d.  BARTON  REGIS. 


107  13 
104  12 


02  187  0  0 

35  181  0  0 

47  206  0  0 

30  201  0  0 

2,314  775  0  0 


133  15 
140    2  0 


1,531     537  13  0 


195    0  10 
166    7  2 
177  1 
266  15  7 

805   4  11 


78  17  0 
52  12 

44    0  0 

52  12  6 

228    1  6 


1    9    0,  29    4  2 


0   0  : 
0  0 
0  0 


42  10 
42    6  11 


46    7  0  0  15  0  41  17  4 

37  15  &  0  15  0. 

44  17  61  0  15  0 

54  10  o;  0  15  0 


!  10    0,    3    0  0 


27  0  6 
19  4  0 
18  19  6 


41  17  4 


51  4  10 
3  1 


0  0 
15  0 

25  0 


1,173  16  11  1 
1,262  3 
1,249  1 
1,620  8 


4  743    5  10 

0  742  15 

0  748  13  10 

4  749    0  10 

8  2,983  16  0 


290  0  0 

262  0  0 

290  0  0 

315  0  0 


0    0  1,157    0  0 


161  13  9 

182    2  0 


1  7  257 

9  10  259  0 

9  0  252 

10  0!  251    0    0  I 

10  01,019  0    0  • 


13  11 
8  11 
7  11 


1  11 

i  2  0 


2  4 
2  2 


5  17  9    289  17  11 

5    8  3    210  5  11 

5  12  6    228  6  4 

4  16  9    326  17  4 

21  15  31  1,055  7 


14  11 
12  11 
12  6 
10  11 

12  7 


357  13  6  1  10 

359  11  0  1  10 

482    3  3  2  1 

475  15  4  2  0 


I  I 

!  11    8  111  19  211 

2  16    2  74  12  211  0 

9    8  66    9  210 

2    5  10  74  12  1010  2 


12  3 


327  13    410  11 


1,675  3  1 


300  12  6 

300    2  0 

287  12  6 

295  12  6 

1,183  1 


1  11 


CHELTENHAM. 


CHIPPING 

S0DBTTRY. 


CIRENCESTER. 


B  B 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUKTY  OF 


UNION. 

I 

1. 

Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

t0  Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

w  Total  Number  of 
•  Re-Vaccinations. 

*■  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

u  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
!~  and  Re-Vaccination. 

,_,  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f°  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  i 
alsr.  D.M.O. 

> 
Pi 

5. 

q 

6. 

1 
CM 

7. 

00  Legal  Proceedings. 

1  »• 

_  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

lq  ^ 
1 5  E 

1  §  i 

13.  I 

'GLOUCESTER. 

Area  32,984  acres. 
Pop.,  58,734. 

Total  for  4  yeais 
NEWENT. 

Area  40,840  acres. 
Pop.,  8,249. 

Total  for  4  years 

NORTHLEACH. 

Area  70.018  acres. 
Pop.,  8,100. 

Total  for  4  years 

ST0W-0N-THE- 

W0LD. 

Area  44.537  acres. 
Pop.,  8,151. 

Total  for  4  years 

tSTROUD. 

Area  39,987  acres.  ^ 
Pop..  39,974 

Total  for  4  years 

TETBURY. 

Area  29,686  acres. 
Pop.,  6,145. 

Total  for  4  years 

1896 
189h 
1898 
1898 

!l896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

IS'.lli 

1897 
1898 
1899 

N 

Regist 

o  Reco 
ers  De. 

troyed 

£   s.  d 
27  19  ( 
905    4  ( 
17    5  C 
20  14  C 

£    s.  d 
20    9  ( 
114    5  ( 
24  10  : 
23    1  I 

£  s.  d 
>    4    3  £ 
4  14  ( 
3  13  4 
7    1  £ 

£  s.  d 

10    5  ( 

- 

£  s.  d 
15  10  ( 
51  12  ( 
14   0  ( 
14  10  ( 

£  s.  d 
39    7  1 
1,129  8  « 
30  13  £ 
25  10 

£    s.  d 
I    107    9  ' 
2,215    9  J 
90   8  : 
90  16  £ 

- 

- 
- 

£   s.    d.  s. 

323  19   0  2 
322    5   0  2 

324  5   0  1 
282  13    0  2 

4,941  8,982 

13,92C 

971    2  e 

182  f2  ( 

19  12  8 

10    5  ( 

95  12  C 

1,22419  4 

2,504    4  C 

3  " 

1,253    2  0  2 

111 

299 
177 
199 

1,068 
1 

111 

1,367 
178 
199 

23  10  0 
178    6  6 
32    0  10 
55  19  0 

15  12  C 
31  11  0 

28    6  0 
17  15  6 

_ 

4  19  0 
4  19  0 
4  19  0 

2  0C 
20  10  C 
2  0C 
2    0  0 

46    1  C 
235    6  6 
67    5  10 
75  14  6 

8  4 
3  5 
7  7 
7  7 

134    0   0  6 
130    0   0  6 
133  10   0  6 
121    0   0  6 

786 

1,069  1,855 

289  10  4 

93    4  6 

14  17  0 

26  10  0 

424    7  10 

4  7 

518    0   0  6 

177 
175 
145 
164 

915 

177 
1,090 
145 
104 

i 

22  15    0        9    5  0 
121  11    3!       9  10  0 
20    7    7        8  10  0 
19  11    0        8    8  0 

- 

- 

2    1  4 
2  13  0 
2  13  2 
2  110 

34    1  4 
133  14  3 
31  16  9 
30  10  0 

3  10 

2  5 

4  5 

3  9 

209  15    0  2f 
206  IS   0  2  (I 
204   3    6  2  f 
194   2    9  2f 

661 

915 

1,576 

184    4  10 

35  19  0 

9  18  6 

230    2  4 

2  11 

814  16    3  21 

95 

191  51 
104  - 
179  1 

95 
242 
104 
180 

113  0 
40    1  4 
14    0  0 
30  14  0 

11  10  3 
6    0  3 
4  13  0 

11    6  5 

- 

1  5  2 

2  5  10 
2  10  9 
2  13  2 

23  18  11  5  0 
48    7    5  4  0 
21    9    9  4  2 
44  13    7  5  0 

155  11    0  2 

165  3    6  2 

166  3    6  2f 

156  2    6  2 

509  52 

62] 

95  18  10 

33    9  11 

9    0  11 

138    9    8  4  6 

643    0    6  2 

65 
481 
78 
99 

3,245 
1 

65 
3,726 
79 
99 

8  12  0 
466  10  0 
11    1  2 
14  17  6 

10    7  6 
59    3  6 
10  10  0 
8  18  0 

- 

03    9  8 
0    4  6 
0    5  6 

18  19  6 
589    3  2 
21  15  8 
24    1  0 

5  10 

3  2 
5  6 

4  10 

395    7    0  2 
408    0    0  2f 
419  10    0  3f 
401  10    0  21 

723 

3,246 

3,969 

501    0  8 

88  19  0 

HI  15  11 

(2)58  19  5 
122  19  1 

f(=)5819  5 
!(-')!  1  15  11 
724  14  8 

3  8 

,624   7  0  2 1 


800 
1897 
1898 

89!) 

78 
196 
70 

00 

87 
410 

165 
606 
70 
06 

8  17  6 
100    4  2 
16  15  0 

0    5  0 

1  4  9 
15  11  0 

4  15  10 

2  8  0 

0  14  7| 
0  19  7 

3  11  2 
26  10  2 

2  11  1 

3  1  11 

]3  13  5 
142    5  4 
24  16  6 
12  14  6 

I  8 
4  8 
7  1 
3  10 

1 

174    3    0  3! 
168    1    0  3? 
182  11    6  2| 
188  19    6  3> 

410 

497 

907 

132    1  8 

23  19  7 

1  14  2 

35  14  4 

193    9  9 

4  3 

713  15   0  3| 

S5 


*  GLOUCESTER    UNION. — No  records  for  1896-99  of  the  number  of  primary 
t  STROUD  UNION. — (*)  The  outbreak  of  small-pox  at  Gloucester  in  1897  spread  to  this  district.    (3)  The  postage  an* 
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HjOUCE  STE  E  —continued 


>  Lady-Day,  1003. 


Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

cination 
per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

,^  Total  Number  of  Pri 
Vaccinations. 

M  Total  Number  of 
'""  Re-Vaccinations 

O 

1 
| 

3 

EH 
4. 

> 
5. 

.--  v.o. 

H  Postage.  J 

00  Legal  Proceedings. 

_  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccin 
~  atul  Re-Vaccination. 

§1 

0  > 
\l 

Is 

13. 

—  Average  Cost  per 
^  Visit  of  D.M.O. 

£   s.  d. 

£   s.  d.| 

£    s.  d 

£    s.  d.j 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 

i.  d. 

£    s.  dJ 

.  d. 

i  585 

- 

585 

231    9  6 

04  10  0 

3  17  0 

19  11  2 

33  14  8 

353    2  4 

12  1 

150  17  01 

2  4 

505 

1 

506 

242  17  3 

59  17  8 

2  19  10 

7    8  1 

23  10  3 

336  13  1 

13  4 

147  11  0! 

2  7 

606 

90 

696 

231    3  9 

67    4  2 

5    2  3 

3  17  4 

16  11  4 

323  18  10 

9  i 

149  12  o' 

3  3 

870 

49 

919 

332  10  0 

105    5  8 

12    6  1 

12  14  5 

_ 

22    2  10 

485    9  0 

10  7 

143    9  0 

2  9 

2,500 

140 

2,706 

1,038    0  6 

296  17  6 

24  15  2 

43  11  0 

95  19  1 

1,499    3  3 

11  1 

1 

591    9  0 

2  8 

100 

1 

167 

61    0  6 

25    8  6 

_ 

2    0  0 

88    9  0 

10  7 

124  10  0 

5  9 

193 

193 

70  14  0 

22    4  6 

- 

- 

2    0  0 

94  18  6 

9  10 

122    0  0 

6  4 

158 

20 

178 

68  14  0 

22    3  0 

_ 

2    0  0 

92  17  0 

10  5 

214  10  0 

5  0 

142 

9 

151 

57  15  0 

14  14  6 

_ 

2    0  0 

74    9  6 

9  10 

208  10  0 

5  8 

050 

30 

689 

258    3  6 

84  10  6 

8    0  0 

350  14  0 

10  2 

669  10  0 

5  6 

161 

161 

74  13  6 

18  17  6 

1    2  6 

2   2  2 

96  15  8 

12  0 

206  17  0 

2  9 

148 

148 

94  11  0 

17    8  6 

1    1  6 

- 

2    1  6 

115    2  6 

15  7 

205    7  6 

2  9 

"96 

253 

82  11  0 

8  2 

197  15  0 

i  115 

- 

115 

130    9  6 

18    6  6 

1  15  0 

- 

2    8  6 

152  19  6 

26  7 

199    0  6 

2  S 

581 

96 

677 

382    5  0 

71    4  6 

5  14  0 

9    1  2 

468    4  8 

13  10 

809    0  0 

148 

1 

149 

13  18  2 

2    6  3 

70    6  11 

9  5 

1 62    5  6 

2  3 

1  143 

2 

145 

61    1  0 

14    6  3 

2  12  f 

2    9  5 

80    9  2 

11  1 

166  15  4 

2  4 

1  131 

27 

158 

54    2  0 

11  15  8 

0    6  0 

- 

2    9  10 

68  13  6 

8  8 

166    4  0 

102 

18 

180 

70    7  0 

16  17  7 

0  10  c 

- 

3    8  3 

91    2  10 

10  £ 

164  10  0 

2  4 

58-1 

48 

239  12  6 

310  12  5 

9  1C 

659  14  10 

755 

755 

264  12  C 

50  11 

- 

- 

315    3  7 

8  , 

420  10  C 

3  1 

34'. 

343 

135   1  e 

35  3 

170    5  1 

9  1 

426    0  C 

2  5 

265 

2 

)  282 

109  16  C 

30  7 

140    3  3 

9  1 

401  16  C 

2  8 

38: 

1 

393 

152  13  6 

34  12 

- 

187    5  11 

9  ( 

394    0  C 

2  6 

1,74 

3 

I  1,773 

662    3  ( 

150  14 

!(2)10  10  1 

- 

('2)53  4  4 

f(a)53   4  4 
\P)10  16  11 

9  1 

1,642   6  C 

2  8 

876  19  ll 

118  - 

118 

56  11  6 

15  17 

0    4  K 

- 

4  12  C 

! 

77  5 10 

13 

175    7  C 

4  9 

100 

101 

43  18  0 

12  13 

5    0    3  S 

2  18  11 

59  13  7 

11  1( 

180    3  f 

3  8 

93'  2( 

113 

39  14  0 

10  9 

)    0    3  t 

- 

1  15  f 

52    2  10 

9  I 

194    5  e 

3  2 

1141  < 

123 

57  11  4 

14    6  5 

>    0    2  ( 

- 

1  19  2 

j     73  18  8 

12  ( 

188    1  4 

3  2 

425j  3( 

)  455 

197  15  4 

53  6 

0  13  <■ 

- 

11    5  7 

263    0  11 

11  ' 

737  17  4 

3  7 


GLOUCESTER 


NORTHLEACH, 


ST0W-0N-THE 
WOLD. 


ccinations  and  re-vaccinations  as   the   Registers   were  destroyed.    Totals  only  given. 

see  llaneous  expenses  are  given  for  each  of  the  periods  of  4  years  and  are  not  apportioned  to  separate  years, 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  ; 


COUNTY  OF 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


°  i 
6% 


3  J 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  ia 
also  D.M.O. 


TEWKESBURY. 

Area,  40,917  acres. 
Pop.,  12,709. 

Total  for  4  years 

THQRNBURY. 

Area,  56,300  acres. 
Pop.,  16,565. 

Total  for  4  years 

IKTESTBURY-ON- 
SEVERN. 

Area/41,526  acres. 

Pop.,  22,864. 

Total  tor  4  years 
WHEATENHURST. 

Area,  24,383  acres. 
Pop.,  6,105. 

Total  for  4  years 
WINCHC0MB. 

Area.  57,089  acres. 
Pop.,  8,825. 

Total  for  4  years 
Total  for  the  County 


20    0  0 
19  10 
11    4  11 


62    1    2    4    7  6 


33  13 
231  10  0 
27  0 


88    9  10 
161  16 
1  11  6 


1  1 

34  18 


5  11 

127  10  10 

14  14 

18  15 


10   0  0 

8    2  0 


166  11  1 


10  10  0 
10  10  0 
10  10 


1,423  14  10102  19  4 


0  11  6 
2  5 
0  11 


1  10 
1  10  0 

1  10 

2  10  0 


40  6 
214  14 
59  11 


7    0  0 


9  15  0 
9  15 
9  15  0 


66  14 
79    3  10 


9  14 
13  10 


13  11  3 

196    6  9 


0    8  0  2  0  0 

0  13  0  24  13  8 

0    8  0  10  11  1 

0    8  0  2  12  3 


18  10  6 
163  4  10 
34    8  0 


1  17    0  39  17    0    245    7  11 


4  11  146  0  0 
2    5  138 

5  6j  128  0  0 
4  11  151  10 


3    2  563  10  0 


3    01,41414  9 


131  15 

133  10  0 

127  9 

128  6  6 


521  1 


195  15  0 
190    7  6 


APPENDIX. 
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LOUCESTEK,— continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


I  a* 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


25    9  0 
44  11 
99  16 


5  13    0    0   2  4 


32  5  Oj  0  9  0 
66    0    0    0  16  6 


115  11    3    1  16  1 


126  13  0 
117  0 

129    8  0 

164    4  0 


33  19 

34  15  0 


537    5  6 


230    1  0 
150  9 
259  13 


37  10  0 
28  1 


42  10  0 
75j  38 

64      33  12  0 

83!     43  11  6 


302]    158    0  0 


6  11 

6  2 


10    6  8  0  6  6 

10  18  6  0  12  6 

10  16  0(  0  2  4 

15  12  7!  0  2  6 


47  13    9  1 


10 


30,13511,448  2  0 


TEWKESBURY. 


81  10 

171    4  10  1 


18    2    5     335    9    3  11  2 


13  14  6 
8  19  3 


TH0RNBURY 


135  10  0 
126  11 

8  0 
133  8 


3  5 
3  3 
3  0 


516  17    0  : 


WESTBURY-ON- 
SEVERN. 


187  9  11  1 
312  12  0  1 
331  16    9  1 


41  13    3  1,113 


I  14    91,400  2    0  7  2 


1  14  6 
1  10  8 
1  17  0 


42  9  2 
54  19  6 


12  11  136  13 

12  5  125  5 

13  3  127  3  0 
13  3  124  ! 


)  12  11  513    4  0 


2  17    6518    7  7 


WHEATENHURST. 


WUfCHCOMB. 


82  3 
86    1  1 


15,571  4    6  10  416,5841011 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


The  column  headed  "  Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O's.  "  does  not  in  the  c 


COUNTY  OF 

e  of  every  Union  show  the  Remuneration  of  all  the  Officers.  The 
Unions  the  information  was  not  complete :—  | 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  ] 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  if: 
also  D.M.O. 


Area,  61,258  a 
Pop.,  9,907. 


Total  for  4  years. 


Area,  75,567  acres. 
Pop.,  7,325. 

Total  for  4  years. 
HEREFORD. 

Area,  70,699  acres. 
Pop ,  34,653. 

Total  for  4  years. 

KINGTON- 

Area,  101,341  acres. 
Pop.,  10,539. 

Total  for  4  years. 

LEDBURY- 

Area,  50,995  acres. 
Pop.,  13,733  acres. 

Total  for  4  years. 

LEOMINSTER. 

Area,  66,409  acres. 
Pop.,  13,341. 


30  0  0 

26  0 

24  0  0 

17  0  0 


£  s.  d. 

16  0  0 

20  0  0 

16  0  0 

14  0 


97    0  0 


66    0  0 


5  19 

8  12  8 

6  8  9 
5    6  5 


26  7 


55  14  0 

305  9  0 
55  1 


30  19 
18  19 


33  17  3 
42  10 
31  14  11 


15  0 
15  0 
11  19 


15  10  0 

16  14 

12  18  0 


0  0 
0  0 
0  0 


42  0 

44  0  0 

42  0 

41  0  0 


92  0 

94  0  0 

86  0  0 

76  0 


16    0   0169    0  0 


348    0  0 


7  10   01    3    0  1 


2  13  3 
2  18 


5  12  8 

6  18 
3  14 


15  16    0    1  15 
15  11    0    1  14  10 
14  19    0  1 


62  16    1    6  6 


6  6  0 

9  10  6 

6  4  6 

5  17  0 

27  18  0 


2  6 
2    6  6 


3  15  0 

7  10  0 

3  15  0 
3  15 

18  15  0 


2  18  0 

2  18  0 

2  18  0 
2  11 

11    5  6 


34  11  2 
39    3  10 
34  2 
25    7  4 


263  16  6  5 
255  11    2!  5 


133    4  10 


5    7  1,060  5  8 


20  13  10 
11  19  9 


113  15  1 

385    1  11 


55  13 
40  18 
36    6  0 


50  3 
94  1 


307  12  6 
306  17 
305  0 

2    61,228  12  6 


201  15  0 
205  12  6 
235    0  0 


4  16  9 
4  15  8 


4  17 
6    0  11 


262  10  011 

262  10  011 

262  10  011 

256    0  Oil 


62  2  10 
93    9  7 


4    7  1,043  10  011 


240  0  0 
240  0  0 
240    0  0 


HEREFORD. 


APPENDIX. 
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Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


•  d.  BROMYARD. 


70  0  0 
119  0  0 
79  0 


33  0  0 

18  0  0 

19  0 

18  0  0 

88  0  0 


0  0  . 
0  o  ; 


160  0 

130  0 

180  0    0  ! 

140  0    010  10 


262  0  0  < 
283  0 


16    0    0157    0  0 


87  0 
82  15  0 
112  13  0 


22  15 
22  15 
28  18 


111  19  013 
107  15 
144  2 


252  18  11 
257  12 


3  14    0  1,041  19    7  • 


206  15  0 
222  16 
378  14  0 


50    4  0 

43    4  6 

79  19  9 

60  10  1 

233  18  4 


8  9  0 
5  16  6 


297    7    310  0 


10  11 

11  12 


391  13  6 
391  10  0 


110  0 
142  16 
107  19  0 


16  13  0 
25  18 

17  13 
17  8 

77  13  8 


2  16 
15  2 


'238  0  0  ! 
266  15   0  ! 


44  14  5 
34  19  10 


4  11 

4    5  0 


180  12  11 
143  16 
170  15 


9  10  287  10  Oil  9 
0    3  287  10    Oil  9 


0  10    61,130  0    Oil  9 


25  15  0 
27  8 


163  6  0 
194  12  6 


138  13  010 
141    1    7  10  0 


711  16  10  8  0 


240  0    0  ' 

240  0  0 

240  0    0  I 

240  0 

960  0 


LEOMINSTER! 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  01 


UNION. 

f  Year. 

Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

Total  Number  of  Primary 
Vaccinations. 

w  Total  Number  of 
Re-Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

i-  Total  Cost  of  Vaocination 
and  Re-Vaccination. 

h-  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination. 
10  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  th 
Public 
Vaccinator 
also  D.M. 

«*  P.V. 

«  V.O. 

i 

7. 

i 
1 
1 

8. 

S°  Rent. 

>-  Miscellaneous 
®  Expenses. 

S  1 

13.  1 

BOSS. 

Area  63,229  acres. 
Pop.  16,116. 

Total  for  4  years  j 
WEOBLEY. 

Area  49,728  acres. 
Pop.  6,950. 

Total  for  4  years 
Totals  for  the  County 

1890 
1897 
1898 
189! 

L89I 
1897 
1898 
1899 

165 
214 
167 
94 

1 

28 

166 
242 
167 

94 

£    s.  d. 
26  13  6 
81    6  8 
37  10  0 
18  14  6 

£    s.  d. 

6  14  10 
8  14  3 

10  10  6 

7  2  10 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 
3    0  0 
12  10  6 
11    4  7 
11    0  0 

£    s.  d. 
0  17  6 
0  19  3 
0  12  5 
2  16  1 

£    s.  d. 
37    5  10 
103  10  8 
59  17  6 
39  13  5 

s.  d. 
4  6 
8  7 

7  2 

8  5 

£   s.   d.L  A 
258  10   0  1 
258  10  0 I  I 
258  10  0|| 
258  10  0  1- 

640 

29 

669 

164    4  8 

33    2  5 

37  15  1 

5    5  3 

240    7  5 

7  2 

1,034  0   0 1| 

132 
202 
150 
126 

617 

132 
819 
15U 
126 

16    7  0 
74  16  8 
18    0  0 
15    9  0 

4    1  6 
8    4  6 

10  6  9 

11  1  1 

0  10  8 

0    4  6 
0    3  3 

0  18  0 

1  7  0 
0  18  0 
0  15  0 

2    9  0 
5    1  4 
2  13  10 

2    5  3 

23  15  6 
90    0  2 
32    3  1 
29  13  7 

3  7 
2  2 

4  3 
4  9 

200  1   0  | 
197    0  Oil 

201  12   0  P| 

610 

617 

1,227 

124  12  8 

33  13  10 

0  18  5 

3  18  0 

12    9  5 

175  12  4 

2  10 

796    6   6  V 

7,235 

4,830 

12,065 

1,353  19  2 

478  17  2 

29    1  7 

155    6  7 

339    4  10 

2,356    9  4 

3  11 

7,661  2   2  liC 
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EREFORD— rant  in  iinl 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Whore  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


I  5 

u 


84  18 
395  14 


37  17 
37  18 


142    6    813  1 


4  3  0 
4    1  8 


258  10  0 
258  10 

258  10  0 

258  10  0 

1,034  0  0  I 


0  9 
0  9 


19  8  0 
14  12  0 
16  13 


1  19 

2  0  10 
2  1 

2  3 


100  10  61 
79  1 


209  10  0 
199  0 

199  10  0 

206    0  0 


s  11 
8  11 


8    4  5 


814    0    0  ' 


L  10,637  3,996    4    0    952  14  1 


;  12    0  16  10    0  306  1 


1  5,295    9  8 


9  11  8,695  10  1 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


The  Column  headed  "Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O.'s"  does  not  in  the  < 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


H05 


Other  Expenses. 


ST.  ALBANS. 

Area  41,402  acres. 
Pop.  33,008. 

Total  for  4  years 


Area  25,767  acres. 
Pop.  58,970. 

Total  for  4  years 

BERKHAMSTEAD. 

Area  26,847  acres. 
Pop.  16,212. 

Total  for  4  years 

BISHOPS 

STORTFORD. 

Area  54,471  acres. 
Pop.  21,498. 

Total  for  4  years 

BUNTINGF0BD. 

Area  28,470  acres. 
Pop.  5,020 

Total  for  4  years 


Area  23,486  a 
Pop.  7,551. 


Total  for  4  years. 


25  0 
25  0 


0  15 
0  15 


30  13    0      93  15    0  22    0  11 


£    s.  d.J  s. 

44    3  0  12 

47  15  lj  9  11 

35  12  6 124 

22    3  4  221  8 


149  13  11  15  1 


96  0  a  II 2: 

96  0  (J  ll  3 

96  0  Oj  II  5t 

96  0  0  i| ; 


0  0 


76    4    0;      35  17  9 


57  16  0 
165  18  0, 


569  12    0    149  15 


15  0 
14  14 
5  16  0 


48  0  0, 
53    0  oj 


57  0 
44    0  0 
46  0 


203    0    0    187    0  0 


12  18 
12  18 
11  10  0 


13  15  0 
17    2  6 


8  14  0 
8  15  0 


1  11 
1  10  6 


0  14 

1  2 


0  11 

1  12 
0  11 


32  11    9  161  0 

35    3    0  155  10 

32  16  10  138  6 

35    9    0  263  18 


6  3  319  6 

6  8j  325  12 

7  2  323  18 
1  1   317  17 


718  15    2   7  101,286  13  6 


4  5    0    3    3  0 

5  15    Oj    3    3  0 


2  15    0    3    3  0 


18  19    6'  12  12  0 


2  10  0 

3  0  0 
2  15  0 

4  10  0 

12  15  0 


9  15  8 
9    1  11 


0  0 
0  0 


2  13  10 

1  13  0 

2  10 

6  15  8 


13  12  9 


1  8  0 
1  15 


56  15  8 
58  18 
33  13  11 


106  0  0 
94  0 


29  17 

28  9 


28  17 
34  12 


5  2  246  12 
5  3  279  9 
5    7  272   2  I 


5    3  1,067  6  0 


5  112,546  0   0  : 


39  3  0 
61    5  0 


APPENDIX, 


HERTFORD. 


i  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by^the  D.M.O.  has  been  given.    In  the  following 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


w  Total  Number  of  Primary 
'  Vaccinations. 

M  Total  Number  of 
'    Re- Vaccinations. 

*■  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

^  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
and  Re-Vaccination. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination  | 
■°  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

[ 

5. 

q 

6. 

1 
7. 

oo  Legal  Proceedings. 

9. 

_  Miscellaneous 
■~>  Expenses. 

_  Total  Remunera- 
>*  tion  of  D.M.0.'s. 

^2 

<> 

\  * 

350 
531 
745 

1,862 

2 
183 

244 
352 
1,295 
928 

65    5  0 
164    5  10 
128    3  4 
513  10  0 

£    s.  d, 
16  15  3 
28    6  3 
27  15  6 
47    2  0 

£    s.  d. 

0  6  8 

1  16  9 
0  10  7 
0  14  2 

£    s.  d. 

4    3  0 
2    8  6 
6  15  0 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.    d.      £    s.  d. 

82    6  11 
198  11  10 
i    159    3  11 
568    1  2 

s  d. 
6  9 

11  3 
2  6 

12  3 

£    s.  d. 

104    0  0 
104    0  0 
104   0  q 

s.  d. 
1  6 
1  6 
1  6 
1  6 

957 

2,819 

871    4  2 

119  19  0 

3  14    2  13    6  6 

1 

1 1,008    3  10 

1 

7  2 

412    0  0 

1  6 

683 
870 
789 

16 
5,528 
214 

840 
699 
6,398 
1,003 

433  19  6 
341  16  6 
1,647  13  0 
409    9  0 

105    6  8 
104  17  5 
142    4  2 
117  14  10 

- 

4    4  0 

23    3  4 
25  19  2 
41    7  0 
36  11  0 

472  13  1 

567  18  10 

13  6 
5  9 
11  4 

320  17  0 

321  14  6 
311  10  6 
494    3  0 

4  2 
4  4 
4  7 

3  8 

3,074 

5,866 

8,940 

2,832  18  0 

470    3  1 

4    4  0 

127    0  6 

3,434    5  7 

7  8 

1,448   5  0 

4  1 

284 
195 
242 
237 

3 

782 
234 

284    134    7  0 
198      96  13  9 
1,024     100    0  0 
471     270  10  6 

23  18  8 

19  19  8 

20  11  4 
22  18  0 

3  18  1 

4  10  8 
4  13  0 

1    4  6 

3    4  2 

4  17  9 
4  15  6 
4  16  6 
13  14  11 

126  11  6 

133    2  8 
311  10  5 

12  9 

13  3 

274  10  0 

259  12  6 

0  9 

1  8 
1  6 
1  4 

958 

1,019 

1,977    601  11  3 

87    7  8 

17  10  2 

7    2  2 

28    4  8 

741  15  11 

7  6 

1,090  15  0 

1  2 

446 
421 
411 
401 

3 
95 
1,395 
26 

449 
516 
1,806 
427 

105    0  0 
143    0  0 
183    0  0 
347    0  0 

70    0  0 
112    0  0 

88    0  0 
122    0  0 

2    0  0 

8    0  0 
8    0  0 
8    0  0 
19    0  0 

183    0  0 
265    0  0 
279    0  0 
488    0  0 

10  3 
3  1 
22  10 

615    0  0 
608    0  0 
620    0  0 

3  6 
3  6 
3  5 
3  6 

1,679  1,519 

1 

3,198 

778    0  0 

392    0  0 

2    0  0 

43    0  0 

1,215    0  0 

7  7 

2,465   0  0 

3  6 

109 
94 
105 
107 

117 

37 

109 
94 
222 
144 

40  14  6 

25    2  0 
52    0  6 

41  9  0 

26    5  0 
22  13  0 
25    0  6 
25    3  6 

0    8  0 
2    5  0 

4  11  8 

1  9  2 
4    6  3 

2  17  9 

71  19  2 

49    4  2 
83  12  3 
69  10  3 

13  2 
10  6 
7  6 
9  8 

174    7  0 

171  2  0 

172  8  6 
177    0  0 

4  6 

5  10 
5  5 
5  10 

5  4 

415 

154 

569 

159    6  0 

99^  2  0 

2  13  0 

13    4  10 

274    5  10 

9  8 

694  17  6 

165 
107 
154 
142 

568 

1 

2 
857 
100 

166 
109 
1,011 

242 

71    3  9 
47  16  0 
308    8  3 
93    8  6 

20    7  0 
16  12  3 
22    1  5 
18    3  1 

3    6  6 
0    4  0 

0  10  0 

2  16  11 
2  12  7 
4    2  11 
2  19  2 

97  14  2 
67    0  10 
334  16  7 
115    0  9 

11  9 

12  4 
6  7 
9  6 

44  18  3 
52  13  9 
69    0  0 
101    8  9 

0  10 
0  10 
0  9 
0  11 

960 

1,528 

520  16  6 

77    3  9 

j    3  10  6 

0  10  0 

12  11  7 

614  12  4 

8  1 

268    0  9 

0  10 

BERKHAMSTEAB. 


BISHOP'S 

STOFvTFOBJ). 


BTJNTINGF0RD. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


county  o: 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


HEMEL  HEMPSTED. 

Area,  27,180  acres. 
Pop.,  17,275. 

Total  for  4  years 

HERTFORD. 

Area,  35,461  acres. 
Pop.,  17,037. 

Total  for  4  years 

HITCHIN. 

\rea,  66,840  acres 
Pop.,  28,749. 


Area,  62,597  acres. 
Pop.,  16,026. 

Total  for  4  years 

WARE. 

Area,  36,132  acres.  j 
Pop,  21,173. 

Total  for  4  years 

WATFORD. 

Area,  36,952  acres. 
Pop ,  53,933. 

Total  for  4  years 


Other  Expenses. 


£  s. 

20    0  0 

19  17  oj    2    0  0 

19    8  0    2    0  0 

19    8  0    2    0  0 


78  13    0    8    0  0 


46  0  0 

40  0  0 

37  0  0 

36  0  0 

1,672]    159  0  0 


32  8  0 
25  17  0 

1,181     127  15  6 


12  13  10 
12  12  11 
14    7  11 


30  0  0 
23    0  0] 


12  11 
14  15  1 


22    4    0    3  12  4 


21  14    0    2  16  0. 


126  19    6      88  ] 


44  11  2 
25    9  10 


EH  I 


d.  £ 


d. 


4  13    Oj    6  19    5      69  5 
4  13    0    6    1  11      57  17  1 
4  13    0]    6  16    lj     53  1 
4  18    o|    5  12    9      49  14 

I  | 

18  17    0'  25  10    2,  229  19 


2  19    7  42  6  8 

3  11  10  42  11  8 
3    2    1  41  2  6 

j    3  11    5  68  8  10 

13    4  111  194  9  8 

-  I 

10    0    o|  86  0  0 

0    0  72  0  0 

10    0    0  75  0  0 

0    0  74  0  0 

0    o'  307  0  0 


5  13 
5  13  8 
4  16  0 


■  17    0  20  18  11 


0  10 
0  10  0 
0  10  0 
0  10 

2    0  0! 


61  9 

62  12 
58  13 


71    1  10 

66  13  3 


Where  tl 
Public 
Vaccinato  t 
also  D.M. 


5    4    57    2   6  J 


3  10    76    0  I 

3    7:  160   0  0  j 


2  309  2  6 
10,  317  2 

10  386  7  C 
0  321    5  6 

11  1,333  18  0 


6  397  9  10 

Z  376  10 

2  387  14  6) 

6]  392  18 

3,1,554  1210| 


I    4  0 

i  3  Oj 
i  15  10 


44  18  10  2    2  ! 


6  51 
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HERTFORD— continued. 


3> 


Four  Yeabs  ended  Lady- Day, 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


263|  2 
268 i 

356'  1,545 


116  15 

133  8 
402    0  0 


20  2 

21  12  8 
23  18 


6    4   0    1    9  0 


£  s.  d. 

|    5  19  8 

5  15 

5  13 

j  10  15  9 


HEME!  HEMPSTED 


322  15 
321  15 
321  15 
321  15 


1  11 
1  10 


1,133|  1,709 


24  16    0    1    9  0 


28    4  4 


357  13  0 
91  17  6 


15  15 
21  18 
20  11  9 
19  18 


4  14  3  139  6  9  8 
124  9  10^  8 
382  10  3  5 
116    1    2  8 


212    9  10  i 

202    1  10  ; 

202  8  0  ! 
192  13 


78    3  7 


19 


809  13 


485  3  488 1  172  0  0 

404,  8|  412;  154  0  0 

547;  982  1,529!  165  0 

4471  63  510  353  0  0 

1,883  1,056  2,939  844  0  0 


49  0  0 

46  0 

40  0 

41  0  0 

176  0  0 


2  0  0 
2    0  0 


10  0 
12    0  0 
14  0 


232  0  Oj  9 

212  0  0,10 

219  0  0   2  10 

423  0  0  16 

1,086  0  0   7    5  1,095  0  0 


274  0 
278    0  0 


1  11 
1  10 


71    0  6  15  6  0 

123  16  6  17  1  10 

114  17  7  17  8 

233  14  0  16  15 


0  6  10 
0    9  11 


91    8  0 
145  17    0   8  0 


543    8    7      66  11 


170    6    0,      50  14  0 


1,551    1,215  2,766 


3    2:    181    7  4 


2  7  7 
2    7  7 


6  11 
0  10 


440  15 
233  10 

33  18    4|  1,018  16  5 


6   0  : 
6  : 


7    41,542  14    Oj  4  6 


778|  1,616  2,394 
952,  1,581  2,533 


166  8  10 
291  16  0 
328  15  1 
794  13  0 


126  16  3 

99  13  9 

126    9  2 

115  18  11 


293    5  11 
391    9    9  1 
455  4 
910  11  11 


»  1,581  12  11 


468  18  1 


194 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

a 

imber  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

a 

Cost  of  Vaccination 
/accination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  i» 
also  D.M.O. 

UNION- 

imber  of  Pri 

imber  of 
nations. 

1 
§ 

st  of  Vaccin; 
7  accination. 

Id 

h 
i- 

1 

Total  Nr 
Vaccinat 

Total  Nv 
Re-Vacci 

Total  Nv 

v.o. 

8a 
1 

£ 

Rent. 

Miscellai 
Expense; 

Total  Co 
and  Re-1 

Average 
and  Re-1 

Total  Re 
tion  of  I 

<  > 

1. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

HSIiWYN. 

k 

3? 

£  s.  d 

£  s.  d. 

£  s.  d. 

£  s.  d. 

£  s.  d. 

£  s. 

d 

£  8. 

d. 

s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 

Area  6,582  acres. 

18!M> 
1897 

37 
29 

"  .'I 
- 

38 
29 

4  14  0 

3  12  6 

2  11  0 

2  13  9 

0  15 

'   0  8 

4 

g 

8  0 
6  15 

4 
0 

4  3 
4  8 

Pop.  2,265. 

1898 
1899 

32 

26 

2 

_ 

34 
26 

4    3  0 
3    5  0 

3    1  6 
2  14  C 

0  12 
0  14 

7 
10 

7  17 

6  13 

I 

l( 

4  7 

5  2 

53    0  0 
59    9  0 

3  ! 
3  ! 

Total  for  4  years 

124 

3 

127 

15  14  6 

11    0  3 

2  11  6 

29  6 

3 

4  7 

112    9  0 

3 

Total  for  the  County 

12,537 

116  12,653 

u 

08  10  2 

1,093    3  2 

87  14  8 

18  19  6 

115  16    0  351  11 

3 

3,275  14 

9 

5   211,792  1211 
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HERTFORD-cM/mKft/. 


Four  Years 

ended  Lady-Day,  1 

)03. 

a 

m 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

ation 

per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

Total  Number  of  Pri 
Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of 
Re-Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  ol  Op 

P.V. 

OA 

& 
$ 
8 

a 

1 

§ 

1 

* 

1  1 
11 

Total  Cost  of  Vaccin 
and  Re-Vaccination. 

Average  Cost  of  Vac 
and  Re-Vaccination 

Total  Remunera- 
tion of  D.M.O.'s. 

Average  Cost  per 
Visit  of  D.M.O. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

£    s.  d. 

£  s  d 

£  s.  d. 

£  s.  d. 

£  s.  d. 

£  s.  d. 

£  s. 

d. 

s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 

s.  d. 

37 

37 

11    5  0 

3  18  5 

0  18  1 

16  1 

6 

8  8 

57    5  0 

3  3 

47 

47 

12  11  0 

5  17  3 

0  16  4 

19  4 

7 

8  2 

57    0  0 

3  3 

73 

304 

377 

68  18  6 

3  19  0 

1  10  9 

74  8 

3 

3  11 

60  10  0 

3  5 

40 

2 

42 

4  13  0 

3  18  9 

0  12  10 

9  4 

4  5 

54    9  6 

3  1 

197 

306 

503 

97    7  6 

17  13  5 

3  18  0 

118  18 

11 

4  9 

229    4  6 

3  3 

18,579 

19,903 

38,482 

11,057  17  7 

2,325    8  1 

57    0  5 

47    5  3 

0  10  0 

373    0  4 

13,861  1 

8 

13,482  1  8 

1 

i 


d.  WELWYN. 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OP 


Four  Years 

ended  Lady  Day, 

1 

899. 

Where  the 

Total 

Fees 

Other  Expenses. 

Public 
Vaccinator  is 

1 

•is. 

also  D.M.O. 

o 

!>.2 

.UNION. 

mber  of 

oiber  of 
nations. 

mber  oi 

weeding 

it  of  Va 

arnnat 

Dost  of 
accinat 

.M.O.'s. 

Jost  per 
>.M.O. 

i 

1'S 

*1 
$> 

1 
1 

O 

§0 

s 

i 

iscellan 
tpenses 

ital  (Vis 

& 

&i* 

ital  Ivci 

in  of  D 

>h 

H 

CH 

> 

<  > 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

6 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

HUNTINGDON. 

£ 

s. 

d. 

£ 

d. 

£  s. 

d. 

£  s. 

d. 

d. 

s.  d. 

£  s. 

d. 

s.  d 

1*96 

266 

4 

270 

35 

3 

0 

25 

1 

11 

- 

- 

2  8 

0 

1  2 

0 

63 

14 

11 

4  9 

112  5 

0 

3  i 

Area  79,735  acres. 

1897 

374 

10 

24 

7 

5 

2  8 

0 

0  3 

3 

62 

18 

6 

3  4 

111  2 

6 

Pop.  18,096. 

1898 

326 

326 

27 

0 

7 

22 

18 

1 

1  0 

6 

2 

3  2 

104  11 

6 

3 

1899 

381 

4 

385 

30 

2 

7 

20 

2 

0 

1  0 

6 

51 

5 

1 

2  8 

102  15 

0 

3 

Total  for  4  years 

1,342 

13 

1,355 

128 

6 

0 

92    9  5 

- 

6  17 

0 

1    5  3 

228 

17 

8 

3  5 

430  14 

0 

3 

St.  IVES. 

Area  61,914  acres. 

195 

36 

231 

18 

12 

10 

18 

0 

0 

- 

_ 

3  4 

6 

5  8 

7 

45 

5 

11 

3  11 

_ 

'  '  ' 

165 

1 

166 

23 

15 

4 

18 

0 

0 

2  7 

5  12 

4 

49 

15 

6  0 

Pop.  14,777. 

1  S9S 

177 

177 

15 

16 

10 

14 

0 

0 

1  12 

6 

4  17 

1 

36 

6 

5 

4  1 

1899 

190 

190 

22 

12 

0 

18 

14 

0 

2  7 

6 

4  15 

8 

48 

9 

2 

5  1 

Total  for  4  years 

727 

37 

764 

80 

17 

0 

68 

14 

0 

9  12 

0 

20  13  8 

179 

16 

8 

4  8 

St.  NEOTS. 

1896 

229 

451 

080 

68 

0 

0 

19 

0 

0 

2  0 

0 

89 

0 

0 

2  7 

156  0 

0 

1 

Area  65,920  acres. 

1H!)7 

220 

15 

235 

39 

0 

0 

17 

0 

0 

2  0 

0 

58 

0 

0 

4  11 

142  0 

0 

0  1 

Pop.  13,882. 

IS'.tS 

144 

17 

161 

31 

0 

0 

14 

0 

2  0 

0 

47 

0 

0 

5  10 

138  0 

0 

1 

1899 

141 

14 

155 

28 

0 

0 

12 

0 

0 

2  0 

0 

42 

0 

0 

5  5 

131  0 

0 

1 

Total  for  4  years 

734 

497 

1,231 

166 

0 

0 

62 

0 

0 

8  0 

0 

236 

0 

0 

3  10 

567  0 

0 

7 

Total  for  the  County 

2,803 

547 

3,350 

375 

3 

0 

223 

3 

5 

16  9 

0 

29  18 

11 

644 

14 

4 

3  10 

997  14 

0 
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HUNTINGDON. 


:n.    In  the  following 


Foub  Yeabs  hnded  Lady  Day,  1903. 


a 
S3 

1  a 
a.° 

2. 

M  Total  Number  of 
■    Re- Vaccinations. 

*■  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
and  Re-Vaccination. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
.t<;  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

5. 

b 
> 
6. 

7. 

§ 

8 

S 

8. 

9. 

^  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

^  Total  Remunera- 
S*  tion  of  D.M.O.'s. 

<> 

14. 

414 

339 
426 
405 

7 

6 
749 

22 

421 

345 
1,175 
427 

£    s.  d. 
146  14  0 
129  14  6 
141    4  6 
278  12  6 

42    1  7 

36  9  1 
38  15  2 

37  0  0 

- 
- 

- 
- 

1    0  6 

£    s.  d. 
0  15  0 

- 

£    s.  d. 
189  16  1 
166  18  7 
179  19  8 
315  12  6 

s.  d. 
9  0 
9  8 
3  1 

14  9 

£    s.  d. 

105  1  0 

106  6  0 
102    1  0 
102  12  6 

s.  d. 
3  0 
3  3 

2  7 

3  1 

1,584 

696    5  6 

154    5  10 

1    0  6 

0  15  0 

852    6  10 

7  2 

416    0  6 

2  11 

206 
268 
262 
238 

1 

3 

494 

29 

207 
271 
756 
267 

97  10  0 
92  19  0 
132  14  0 
207  13  6 

25  13  6 
24  19  6 
24    1  0 
22  11  6 

- 

2    2  0 
_ 

- 

4  15  5 
4  13  9 
4  11  5 
7  15  9 

130    0  11 

122  12  3 
161    6  5 

238    0  9 

12  7 
9  1 
4  3 

17  10 

974 

527 

1,501 

530  16  6 

97    5  6 

2   2  0 

21  16  4 

652    0  4 

8  8 

.371 
256 
270 
249 

13 
7 

459 
23 

384 
263 
729 
272 

135    0  0 
88    0  0 
101    0  0 
197    0  0 

30   0  0 
23    0  0 
21    0  0 
21    0  0 

2    0  0 
2    0  0 
2    0  0 
2    0  0 

167    0  0 
113    0  0 
124   0  0 
220   0  0 

8  8 
8  7 
3  5 
16  2 

154    0  0 
97    0  0 
131    0  0 
135    0  0 

1  0 

0  8 

0  10 

1  0 

0  11 

1,146 

502 

1,648 

521    0  0 

95    0  0 

8    0  0 

624    0  0 

7  7 

517    0  0 

3,704 

1,813 

5,517 

1,748    2  0 

346  11  4 

2    2  0 

1    0  6 

30  11  4 

2,128    7  2 

7  9 

933    0  6 

HUNTINGDON. 


ST.  NE0TS. 


D  D 


19ft 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  ! 


COUNTY  01 

The  column  headed  total*Remuneration  of  D.M.O.'s  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  officers.  The: 

the  following  Unions  the  information  was  no1 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


E 

il 

1 1 

H  > 

1. 

2. 

ASHFORDtiEAST.f 

Area  54,80(V  acres. 
Pop.  13,112. 

Total  for  4  years 

ASHFORD,  WEST. 

Area  42,340  acres 
Pop.  20.559. 

^otal  for  4  years 

BLEAN. 

Area  28,835  acres. 
Pop.  24,548. 

Total  for  4  years 

BRIDGE. 

Area  42,003  acres. 
Pop.  12,384 

Total  for  4  years 

BROMLEY. 

Area  40,978  acres 
Pop.  85,739, 

Total  for  4  years 

CANTERBURY. 

Area  3,517  acres. 
Pop.  19,804. 


1897 
1898 
1899 


1897 
1898 
1899 


£    s.  d. 

30  11  6 

25  14  4 

24  19  0 

21  11  0 

102  15  10 


24  0 
29    0  0 
22  0 


45  17  0 
32  12 


16  13 
13  19  0 
11  11 


3  1 

5  7 


18  11 

18    9  0 


22  0  0 
26  0  0 

23  0  0 
19  0  0 

90  0  0 


11  13 

12  2 


35  17 
40    0  7 


8> 


3& 


Where  frh 
Public 
Vaccinator 
also  D.M.( 


4  15  5 

4    8  5 

4  10  5 

3  15  5 

17 


2  9  0 
2  11 

2  17  0 

3  12 

11    9  0 


£   s.  d.  s.  d.    £   s.  dJ  4 

44  18  0  5    6  265  10  0  8 

38    8  4  3    4  291  10  0  4 

38    1  11  3    5j  292  11  0  11 

31  19  1  2  10  287  10  0  4 

153    7  4  3    81,137  1  0  1 


6  275  0 

7  276  0 
5  ll|  277  0 

5  279  0 


70  13 
61  14 


5    7|l,107  0  0 


7    0    0      51    0  0 


42  14 
34  17  2 


105  12  10| 
113  14  3 
83  10  1 


470  17  01 
425  14  61 
422  12  Of 


375    2    2   3    91,837  4 


16  2  6 
11    0  0 


I 

6  8  8 
6  11  9 
8  10  0, 

6    5  5| 


40  15    01  3  «j 

36  17    5l  4  Of 

36  3    6,1  4  Sj 

24  13  11  5  Oj 


Total  for  4  years 


27  15  10    138    9  10  4 
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KENT. 


information  as  to  the  total  number  of  visits  made  by  the  ;D.M.O.  has  been  given.  In 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1003. 


83  14  0 

73  18  6 


19  13  1 

11    6  5 

19  11  0 

20  7  5 


70  17  11 ! 


£  s.  d. 

4  6  5 

4  2  0 

3  19 

4  2  0 


16 


107  13  618 

89    6  11   7  7 

96    6    4  2  6 

185    0    8  14  8 


Where  the 
Public 

Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


287  0  oj  3  2 

291  4  0  3  6 

290  10  0  3  6 

285  0  0  3  4 


J  . 


478    7    5   6    31,153  14   0,  3  4 


126  0  0,  31  17  0  0  5  3 

117  0  0j  34    9  0  0  5  5 

121  0  0  29    4  0  0  4  4 

227  0  0  30  10  0  0  4  10 


591    0  0 


0   0     0  19  10 


111  0  0 

111  0  0 

128  0  0 

358  0  0 


26  0  0 

28  0  0 

30  0  0 

28  0  0 


15  7  0 

15  7  0 

15  7  0 

15  7  0 


10  10    0  61    8  0 


2,857l    708    0    0|    112    0  0 


56    5  0^ 

69  15  0 

195  17  6 

45  17  G 


16  15 
20  19 


1,433    367  15    0      76  12  9 


3  0  0 
8    0  0 


902 
1,059 
1,359 
1,469 

4,789 


915    314  16  6 
1,128    425  0 
5,068j  1,109  12 
5,154  2,347  8 


112  13  2 
126  19  7 


7.476  12,265|  4,196  17    6    549  15 


3    3  0 

3  11  0 

6  16  0 

6  10  0 


20    0  0 


7  0  0 

8  0  0 
8  0  0 
7  0  0 


0  0 


176  12  3 
181  2  5 
172  11  4 
279  11  10 


t  17  10 


149  0.  0 

147  0  0 

169  0  0 

401  0  0 


6  11 


301  0  0 

308  0  0 

306  0  0 

308  0  0 


1,223  0  0 


193    0  0 

190  0  0 

191  0  0 


14    4  191    0  0 


0    0|  6    1  765    0    0  £ 


0  16  0 
9  0  2 
0  15  0 


1    1  0  13  19  11 

1    1  0  12  15  0 

6  15  0  39  7  11 

7  10  0  32  8  9 


16    7    0  98  11 


73    0  7 

91  10  4 

231    2  6 

64    7  0 


460    0  5 


442  10 

565  15 

1,305  16 

2,549  6 


210  0 

211  0  0 
211  0  0 
210  0 


842    0    0;  3  10 


422  12  9  2  3 

421  15  0  2 

422  11  6  2 
428  18  6  1  10 


1,005  17 


59  0  0  19  19  61 

58  18  6  20  14  11 

66  14  6  20  17  9 

193  19  0  21  3  10 


85  16  11 
03  14  6 
220  19  10 


873    1,694;    378  12    0      82  16  0 


24  10    7     485  18    75  9 


ASHF0RD  EAST. 


ASHF0RD  WEST. 


CANTERBURY. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OP 


UNION 

1. 

Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

M  Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

M  Total  Number  of 
•  Re-Vaccinations. 

tp-  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
!"*  and  Re-Vaccination. 

Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
?°  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  | 
also  D.M.O. 

> 
cm 
5. 

d 
>' 

6. 

& 

1 

CL, 

7. 

1 

1 
1 

£ 

8. 

9. 

_  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

Id 
ES 

*2 

3  a 
13. 

3 
2 

CRANBROOK. 

Area,  41,315  acres. 
Pop.,  12,944. 

Total  for  4  years 

DARTFORD. 

Area,  52,316  acres 
Pop.,  96,051. 

Total  for  4  years 

DOVER. 

Area,  29,067  acres. 
Pop.,  48,942. 

Total  for  4  years 

EASTRY. 

Area,  46,464  acres. 
Pop.,  31,533. 

Total  tor  4  years. 

ELHAM. 

Area,  43,725  acres. 
Pop.,  52,134. 

Total  for  4  years 

EAVERSHAM. 

Area,  44,682  acres 
Pop.,  26,422. 

Total  for  4  years 

1896 
1807 
1898 
1899 

1896 

1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1S97 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 

1897 

1898 
1899 

189( 
189' 
189 
189 

201 
182 
162 
146 

2 

- 

203 
182 
162 
146 

£    s.  d. 
25  18  10 
23  11  0 
20  16  0 
18  17  6 

£    s.  d. 
12    0  0 
12    0  0 
12    0  0 

9    0  0 

£   s.  d. 
- 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 
0  15  0 

£   s.  d. 
4    6  5 

3  17  11 

4  2  9 
3    8  6 

£   s  d. 

42    5  3 
39    8  11 
36  18  9 
32    1  0 

s.  d. 
4  2 
4  4 
4  7 
4  5 

305  19  0 
326    7  6 
321    1  0 
314    2  6 

691 

2 

693 

89    3  4 

45    0  0 

0  15  0 

15  15  7 

150  13  11 

4  4 

1,267  10  0 

■2 

1,241 
1,186 
1,170 
1,231 

4,828 

177 
40 

147 
15 

1,418 
1,226 
1,317 
1,246 

108    0  0 
123    0  0 
49    0  0 
153    0  0 

63  0  0 
61    0  0 

64  0  0 
63    0  0 

9    0  0 
6    0  0 
11    0  0 
9    0  0 

31    0  0 

31  0  0 

32  0  0 
35    0  0 

211    0  0 
221    0  0 
156    0  0 
260   0  0 

3  0 

3  7 
2  4 

4  2 

509    0  0 
529    0  0 
459    0  0 
527    0  0 

1 

1 

! 

379 

5,207 

433   0  0 

251    0  0 

35   0  0 

129    0  0 

848    0  0 

3    3  2,024  0  0 

i 

304 
309 
292 
217 

8 
2 

312 
311 

292 
217 

32   0  0 
30   0  0 
29    0  0 
26    0  0 

29    0  0 
26    0  0 
26    0  0 
29    0  0 

8    0  0 
8    0  0 
8    0  0 
8    0  0 

- 

69    0  0 
64    0  0 
63    0  0 
63    0  0 

4  5 
4  1 

4  4 

5  10 

320  0  0 

321  0  0 
349    0  0 
342    0  0 

i 
i 
i 
i 

1,122 

10 

1,132     117    0    0    110   0  0 

32    0  0 

259    0  0 

4  7 

1,332  0  0 

i 

502 
568 
372 
458 

2 
1 

2 
4 

504 
569 
374 
462 

63  13  4 

70    6  8 
46  13  4 
92    5  0 

24  6  1 
23  14  2 
23  16  3 

25  17  0 

0    8  11 

- 

10  15  9 
9  17  5 
9    2  11 

9    5  8 

98  15  2 
103  18  3 

79  12  6 
127  16  7 

3  11 

3  8 

4  3 

5  6 

286  12  6 
284    0  0 
288    5  0 
280    0  0 

3 
3 
i 
4 

l,90o|  9 

1,909 

272  18  4 

97  13  6 

0    8  11 

-         39  19 

410    2  6 

1,138  17  6 

3f 

509 
549 
432 
507 

43 
12 

7 

552 
561 
432 
514 

. 

63  13  0 
53  17  0 
53  19  G 
36  10  8 

49  16  0 
51  11  0 

50  9  0 
43    7  0 

5  11  8 

5  9  9 
4  15  1 

6  0  0 

18  9  4 

19  0  11 
24    4  6 
23    3  11 

137  10  0 
129  18  8 
133    7  7 
109    1  7 

5  0 
4  8 

6  2 
4  3 

292    7  0 
288    7  0 
292   2  6 
298  18  6 

3 

3 
3 
3 

1,997 

62 

2,059 

207  19  8 

195    3  0 

21  16  6 

84  18  8 

509  17  10 

4  11 

1,17115  0 

3 

52C 
50 
511 
)  47 

- 

- 

'- 

520 
501 
j  513 
478 

60    1  C 
57  19  e 
59  10  C 
54    8  C 

20    0  0 
20    0  0 
20    0  0 
20   0  0 

1    5  0 

1    5  C 
1    5  C 
1    5  C 

1    6  0 
1    6  0 
1    6  C 
1    6  0 

5    3  3 

11  3  7 
10  19  11 

12  18  6 

87  15  3 
91  14  1 
93    0  11 
89  17  6 

3  5 
3  8 
3  8 
3  9 

274   0  0 
296  17  6 
269  10  6 
268  10  6 

4(1 
4l 

-8 

'{ 

2,01 

>      -    L  2,012 

231  18  £ 

80   0  0 

5    0  C 

_ 

5    4  C 

40    5  3 

362    7  9 

3  7 

1,108  18  6 
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KENT — continued. 


11 
H  > 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


£  s.  d. 

3  18  11 

3  13  9 

3  7  9 

11  5 


s.  d. 


£  s.  d.  s.  d. 


97    0    7  10  1  312  12  10 

85    2    3  8  9  303  7 

170    9    6   5  4  315  8 

89  19  11 ;  7  7,  304  18    9  l. 


22    6  1 


442  12    3 1  7  01,5 


7  2 


1,471 
1,894 
2,461 
2,283 


18,490 
2,540 


1,485 
1,915 
20,951 


562  0  0 
1,619 

[    0  0 


8,109  2 


128  0 
155  0 


0  01 
0  0 


0  0 
36  0 

40    0  0 

2    0    0120    0  0 


664  0  0  8  11  - 
754.    0    0   7  10  ■ 


3,940    0    0  16  4 


'  1  11 

'  2  0 
1  2  5 


11    0    0|    5    0  0 


0    0234   0    0  7,180    0  0 


235  0 

243  0  0 

243  0  0 

1,177  0  0 


179  0 
172    0  0 


1,8 


0  0 


0  0 
0  0 


423  0  0  13  11 

424  0  0  13  0 

425  0  0  12 
1,411  0  0  6  11 


330  0  0 

330  0  0 

324  0  0 

337  0  0 


2,683    0    0   8  101,321   0  0 


153  16  0 
186  4  11 
577  11 


41  17 

43  9  0 
45  13 


1  12  10 

1  14  9 

1  14 

1  16 


10  15 

11  15  10 


206  18  10 
240    2  5 
633  10 
258  0 


1  290  12  6  4 

i  287  14  6  6 

>  285  12  6  6 

i  287  10  0  4 


6  18  5 


11    8   6    91,151   9   6  5  4 


ELHAM. 


3,283 
1,160 


75  1 
81  12  8 
75  9 


2  11  5 

1  14  10 

2  9  8 

3  7 

10    3  8 


24  17 

■  20  12  0 

17  16 

75  17 

139    3    0  : 


332  18 
287  13 


:  10    0  288  15  6 

7  11  283  17  6 

2    6  291    7  0 

7  290  9  0 
_  L 

6    81,154  9  0  3  1 


35  9 
35  18  9 
34  16  0 


FAVERSHAM. 


12  8 
48  11 


218  19  2 
213  16  10 


883    9    2  4  2 


269    0  Oi  5 

269  10  0  5 

343  10  0  6 

353    1  6  6 

41,235   1  6  5  1 


202  DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  | 


COUNTY  OF 


UNION 

1 

1. 

Four  Years  bnded  Lady-Day,  1899. 

'       Total  Number  of  Primary 
■  Vaooinations. 

M  Total  Number  of 
•    Re  Vaccinations. 

p-  Total  Number  ot  Operations 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
I-  and  Re-Vaccination. 

I  I 

II 

|I 

<  § 
12 

s.  d 
4  10 

4  10 

5  5 
9  8 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator 
also  D.M.G 

> 
5. 

O 
> 
6. 

g 
-5 
| 

7. 

oo  Legal  Proceedings. 

jo  Rent. 

1  1 
10. 

Id  | 

Is  I 

la  j 

GRAVESEND  AND 
MILTON. 

Area  1.259  acres. 
Pop.  27,196. 

Total  for  4  years 

HOLLIN  GBOURN. 

Area  57.670  acres. 
Pop.  "12,546. 

Total  for  4  years 

H00. 

Area  20,021  acres. 
Pop.  4,^62. 

Total  for  4  years 

MAIDSTONE. 

Area  39,004  acres. 
Pop.  49,086 

Total  for  4  years 

MAILING. 

Area  47,029  acres. 
Pop.  28,280. 

Total  for  4  years 

MEDWAY. 

Area  12,143  acres. 
Pop.  97,415. 

Total  for  4  years 

189€ 
is'.r 
1898 
IS!)'. 

189( 
1897 
1S9S 
1899 

189C 

I8<r 

1898 
189S 

1896 
189r 
1898 
189f 

I89f 
IS!)' 

1898 
189t 

189f 
189' 
1898 
189J 

157 
139 

72 

4 

18 

2 

161 
157 

74 

£    s.  d. 
11  19  6 
116  6 
11  11  6 
13    0  6 

£    s.  d 

17    4  2 
15  16  £ 
19  11  6 

ii  5  e 

£   s.  d 
0    8  10 

0  10  10 
0    5  9 

£   s.  d 

£    s.  d 
- 

£    8.  d. 

9    1  5 

11    2  9 

s.  d 

38  14  0 
37  18  5 
42  16  7 
35  14  3 

£    s.  d. 

100  10  0 
104  10  0 

101  0  0 
101  10  0 

515 

35 

550 

47  18  0 

63  17  S 

1  15  2 

41  12  4 

155    3  3 

5  8 

407  10  0 

207 
226 
211 

225 

- 

207 
226 
211 
225 

33  18  0 

31    1  0 
29  11  0 

5    3  6 

- 
- 

1  15  0 
1  15  0 

3    5  0 
3    5  0 

19    8  2 
21    0  2 

60    4  8 
51    8  6 

55    6  2 
45    2  3 

5  10 

4  7 

5  3 
4  0 

869 

869 

126    3  6 

5    3  6 

I 

- 

10    0  0 

70  14  7 

212    1  7 

4  11 

1  1 

101 

68 
77 
69 

1 

- 

102 
68 
77 
69 

14    0  0 

8    0  0 
10    0  0 
20    0  0 

6    0  0 

5  0  0 

6  0  0 
4   0  0 

- 

2    0  0 
2    0  0 
2    0  0 
2    0  0 

22    0  0 
15    0  0 
18    0  0 
26    0  0 

4  4 
4  5 
4  8 
7  6 

65    0  0 
65    0  0 
65   0  0 
65    0   0  j 

315 

1 

316      52    0  0 

21    0  0 

8    0  0 

81    0  0 

5  2 

260    0  0 

548 
802 
458 
310 

S 
7 
1 
1 

553 
809 
459 
311 

66    0  0 
94    0  0 
59    0  0 
47    0  0 

40   0  0 
155    0  0 
81    0  0 
78    0  0 

1    0  0 
1    0  0 
1    0  0 
1    0  0 

6    0  0 

10    0  0 
15    0  0 
10    0  0 
10    0  0 

18    0  0 
17    0  0 

135    0  0 
288    0  0 
168    0  0 
151    0  0 

4  11 
7  1 
7  4 
9  9 

428    0  0 
419    0  0 
419    0  0|| 
409    0  0 

2,118 

14 

2,132 

266    0  0 

354   0  0 

4    0  0 

6    0  0 

45    0  0 

67    0  0 

742    0  0 

7  0 

1,675    0  0 

298 
340 
326 
437 

77 
64 
71 
8' 

375 
404 
397 
524 

52  1  4 

53  14  0 
50  19  4 
75    7  0 

25  16  0 
16  18  1 
22  10  5 
21    9  1 

2    0  0 
2    0  0 
2    0  0 
2    0  0 

: 

79  17  4 
72  12  1 
75    9  9 
98  16  1 

4  3 
3  7 
3  10 
3  9 

447  12  0 

448  8  3 
426    4  7 
432   4  3 

1,401 

29£ 

1,700 

232    1  8 

86  13  7 

8    0  0 

326  15  3 

3  10 

1,754   9  1 

1,063 
1,046 
930 
894 

8€ 
7£ 
86 
102 

1,149 
1,125 
1,016 
997 

84    0  0 
82  10  0 
75    6  0 
217    0  0 

73  9  7 
70    1  0 

74  1  4 
81  19  4 

1    9  6 
4  13  2 
4  19  3 

10    0  0 
10    0  0 
10   0  0 

10    0  0 

31  5  2 

32  13  0 

32  13  8 

33  1  11 

198  14  9 
196  13  6 
196  14  2 
347    0  6 

3  6 
3  6 
3  10 
7  0 

28.4   7  6 
291    0  0 
277  18  0 
312  13  5 

3,933 

354 

4,287 

458  16  0 

299  11  3 

11    1  11 

40    0  0 

129  13  9 

939    2  11 

4  5 

,165  18  11 
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SENT — continued. 


Poor  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 

Total  Number  ot  Primary 
Vaccinations. 

|J 

o  » 
HPS 
3. 

*■  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Pees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
—  antl  Re-Vaccination. 

cination 
per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 
5. 

.»  V.O.  j 

1 
P-i 

7. 

| 

1 

8. 

*> 
& 
9. 

1—  Miscellaneous 
®  Expenses. 

_  Average  Coat  of  Vac 
•~  and  Re-Vaccination 

d  O 

IS 

13. 

<  > 

14. 

106 
207 

598 
698 

9 
12 
3,230 
426 

115 

219 
3,828 
1,124 

£    s.  d. 
52  10  0 
77  16  0 
515  16  6 
258    8  0 

£    s.  d. 
23    1  3 
22  13  3 
39    6  4 
46  15  9 

£  .s  d. 
0    0  8 
0    0  5 
0    1  10 
0    7  2 

£  s.  d. 

£  s.  d. 

£  s.  d. 
11  16  5 
10    8  7 
13    9  5 
19    4  4 

£    s.  d. 

87    8  4 
110  18  3 
568  14  1 
324  15  3 

s.  d. 
15  2 
10  2 

3  0 

5  9 

£   s.  d. 
92  16  5 
86  10  0 
80   0  0 
86    0  0 

s.  d. 
1  9 
1  8 
1  6 
1  8 

1,609 

3,677 

5,286 

904  10  6 

131  16  7 

0  10  1 

"       1  " 

54  18  9 

1,091  15  11 

4  2 

345    6  5 

1  8 

}  252 
}  233 
»  208 
1  281 

2 
2 
584 

252 
235 
210 
865 

100    6  0 
98  11  6 
103    3  8 
239  19  11 

23  10  11 
20    0  10 
22    8  1 

26    3  9 

I    1  0 

4    8  0 

3  12  3 

3  17  10 

4  6  6 
3  19  3 

127    9  2 
123  11  2 
129  18  3 
274  10  11 

10  1 

10  6 
12  4 
6  4 

254  10  0 
256  10  0 
256  17  0 

21  10 
27  0 
is  10 

974 

588 

1,562'    542    1  1 

92    3  7 

- 

5    9  0 

15  15  10 

655    9  6 

8  5 

767  17  0 

25  7 

*  61 
»  94 

9'  74 
»  65 

258 
2 

61 
94 

332 
67 

24    0  0 
37    0  0 
98    0  0 
17    0  0 

14    0  0 
11    0  0 

7   0  0 

28    0  Oj 

: 

38    0  0 
48    0  0 
105    0  0 
45    0  0 

12  6 
10  3 

6  4 

13  5 

65    0  0 
65    0  0 
65    0  0 
65    0  0 

4  10 
2  3 

5  7 

0  1 
8  1 

294 

260  554 

176    0  0 

 1  

60   0  0 

236    0  0 

8  6 

260    0  0 

4  3 

V  822 
4<  644 

V  829 
»|  1,211 

1 

6 
15 
2,988 

823 
650 
844 
4,199 

371    0  0 
281    0  0 
330    0  0 
1,264    0  0 

125    0  0 
101    0  0 
110    0  0 
157    0  0 

30    0  0 

3    0  0 

29    0  0 

16  0  0 
18    0  0 

17  0  0 

558    0  0 
398    0  0 
458    0  0 
1,438    0  0 

13  7 
12  3 
10  10 
6  10 

418    0  0 
409    0  0 
411    0  0 
411    0  0 

7  3 
7  1 
7  1 
7  1 

3,506 

3.01C 

6,516  2,246    0  0 

493    0  0 

30    0  0 

3    0  0 

80    0  0 

2,852    0  0 

8  9 

1,649  0  0 

7  2 

K  579 
■Jl  528 
»  548 
B<  451 

r 

l,63f 
3,27' 
l,32f 

656 
2,163 
3,827 
1,777 

166  10  0 
365  14  6 
638  15  6 
291    0  0 

30    6  11 
34    2  3 
34    5  11 
48    9  5 

2    0  0 
2    0  0 
2    0  0 
2  0C 

3    3  0 

198  16  11 
401  16  9 

675    1  5 
344  12  5 

6  1 
3  9 
3  6 
3  11 

418  18  6 
442  15  10 
446    0  4 
450  15  5 

1  4 

1  5 
1  6 

1  5 

2,106 

6,31' 

8,423 

1,462    0  0 

147    4  6 

8    0  0 

3    3  0 

1,620    7  6 

3  10 

1,758  10  1 

19(  1,023 
19(i  1,088 
19(  1,938 
19(  2,142 

113  1,136 
139  1,227 
5,434  7,372 
3,886  6,028 

524    7  6 
536    6  0 
1,455  11  0 
1,165  17  0 

204    5  ( 
194  3  ; 
197  12  { 
244    7  ( 

- 
- 

9  18  6 
6    2  C 

12   5  f 

- 

34  18  5 

35  3  2 
34  18  5 
72    7  1C 

773    9  11 
771  14  £ 
1,688    2  5 
1,494  17  1C 

13  * 
12  r 

4  " 

5  C 

333  12  1 
337    9  11 
306    6  t 
341  13  K 

0  11 
0  11 
0  10 
0  11 

6,191 

9,572  15,76C 

3,682    1  6 

840    9  ( 

- 

28    6  ( 

- 

177    7  10 

4,728    4  4 

6  C 

1,319  2  S 

0  ]) 

1 

GRAVESEND  AND 
MILTON. 


H0LLINGB0URN 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES 


COUNTY  OF 


1. 

Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

UNION. 

[  (i  Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

M  Total  Number  of 
"  Re-Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses: 

^  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f  and  Re-Vaccination. 

^  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  i 
also  D.M.0. 

> 
cm 

d 

> 

1 

7. 

1 

8. 

9. 

ll 
It 

10. 

H  ? 

n  1 

1  i  i 

13.  ; 

MILTON. 

Aroa  31,827  acres. 
Pop.  28,190. 

Total  for  4  years 

ROMNEY  MARSH. 

Area  43,771  acres. 
Pop.  6,566. 

Total  for  4  years 
SEVENOAKS. 

Area  66,596  acres. 
Pop.  30,790. 

Total  for  4  years 
SHEPPEY. 

Area  22,401  acres. 
Pop.  22,275. 

Total  for  4  years 

STR00D. 

Area  36,937  acres. 
Pop.  40,336. 

Total  for  4  years 

TENTERDEN. 

Area  47,323  acres. 
Pop.  8,766. 

Total  for  4  years 

189( 
189' 
1898 
189! 

189( 
1897 
ISDN 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

43( 
41f 
35C 

i 

• 

1 

444 
416 

356 
339 

|       £  s.  d 
44    0  ( 
52    0  ( 
46    0  C 
69    0  ( 

£  s.  d 
20    0  ( 
20    0  ( 
20    0  ( 
20    0  C 

£  s.  d 

- 
- 
- 
- 

£  s.  d 

£  s.  d 
12    0  ( 
11    0  ( 
10    0  C 
15    0  C 

£  s.  d 
76    0  C 
83    0  C 
76    0  C 
104   0  C 

s.  d 

3  5 

4  0 
4  3 
6  2 

£  s.  d.  s. 

1,545 

10 

1,555 

211    0  C 

80    0  C 

- 

48    0  C 

339    0  C 

4  4 

114 

92 
84 
113 

114 

92 
84 
113 

10    4  0 

8    2  0 
7  19  0 
59    6  6 

10    0  0 
10    0  0 
10    0  0 
10    0  0 

2  10  0 

20    4  0 
18    2  0 
20    9  0 
69    6  6 

3  7 

3  11 

4  10 
12  3 

191  17    6  6| 
196    2   6  £ 

192  10   0  5 
194  7  6  ei 

403 

403 

85  11  6 

40    0  0 

! 

2  10  0 

128    1  6 

6  4 

774  17    6  £ 

463 
382 
399 
324 

3 
6 
6 

5 

466 

405 
329 

62  17  0 
51  12  6 

55  13  6 

75    3  8 

25    2  6 
22  11  6 
24  18  0 

28    8  3 

1    8  9 
1    3  5 
0    8  2 
0    7,  9 

7  18    0  24  17  5 
7  18    Oj  22  14  0 
7  18    0  18    4  0 
6  18    6  21  12  3 

122    3  8 
105  19  5 
107    1  8 
132  10  5 

5  3 
5  6 
5  3 
8  1 

502  16   6  i 
523    8   0  <0 
523  13   0  < 

512  7  o  j 

1,568 

20 

1,588 

245    6    8     101    0  3 

3    8  1 

| 

30  12    6  87    7  8 

467  15  2 

5  11 

2,062  4   6  :fl 

243 
166 
159 
315 

23 
1 
6 

45 

266 
167 
165 
360 

23    7  6 
23    3  6 
22  14  6 
42    4  6 

11  18  0 

12  13  2 
10  11  9 
21  12  9 

35    5  6 
35  16  8 
33    6  3 
63  17  3 

2  8 
4  3 
4  0 

3  7 

139    0   0  . 
143  16   6  i 
160  16   6  i 
147    2    6  : 

75 

958 

111  10  0 

56  15  8 

i 

168    5  8 

3  6 

590  15  6 

626 
616 
533 
548 

4 
3 
1 

2 

630 
619 
534 
550 

59  13  6 
57    6  0 
49  11  0 
107    7  6 

25    0  0 
25    0  0 
25    0  0 
56    0  11 

21  11  7 
21    0  3 
19    1  1 
17    7  3 

106    5  1 
103    6  3 
93  12  1 
180  15  8 

3  4 
3  4 
3  6 
6  7 

308  17  6 
298    3  0 
293    7   0  6 

307 13  o  m 

2,323 

10 

2,333 

273  18  0 

131    0  11 

79   0  2 

483  19  1 

4  2 

1,208  0   6  1 

209 
184 
160 
143 

1 

1 
1 

210 
184 
161 
144 

27    0  0 
23   0  0 
19    0  0 
15   0  0 

9    0  0 
8    0  0 
7    0  0 
6    0  0 

4   0  0 
3    0  0 
3   0  0 
3    0  0 

40   0  0 
34   0  0 
29   0  0 
24   0  0 

3  10 
3  8 
3  7 
3  4 

264  15   0  m 
268  15   0  Ifl 

270  15  o  fm 

270  15  o  \m 

696 

3 

699 

84   0  0 

30   0  0 

13    0  0 

127    0  0 

3    8  1 

,075  0  o  in 

APPENDIX. 
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KENT— continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


217  0  0;  43  0  0  1  0  0 
172   0    Oj     38    0    0    1    0  0 


39  0 
39  0 


6  0  0 

2  0  0 

4  0  0| 

1  0  0 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


376]     301  677 


16!  10  0  0 
11  6  10  0  0 
0    0      10    0  0 


322  16    0      40    0  0 


12  0 
12    0  0 
11  0 


586  0  0  5 
344    0    0  10 


1,191    0    0    159    0    0    4    0    0   13    0    0    1    0    0  < 


50    3    0      10    0  0 


0    0  1,434    0    0  7 


171  14 

57  0 


6  191  5  Oj  6  7 

6 1  190  12  6j  5  1 

4 1  166  17  Oj  4  9 

8  165  4  oj  7  2 


365  19    010  10 !  713  18    6  5  9 


ROMNEY  MARSH. 


215  6  6j  62  18  0 

195  11  6  63  13  0 

569  11  6j  57  13 

594  16  0  68  3 


9  16    2  291  15 

10  16    1  270  0 

8  14    1  635  18 

9  11  111  672  11 


212  11  512  15    6  : 

0  510  9 

0j  520  7 

2  526  9 


3  10 
3  10 


1,844   2,715,  4,559 1  1,575    5    6    252  7 


:  18    3  1,870 


141    0    0     21  18  7 


528  15    0!    101  8 


240  10 
162  18 


■  5  9 

3  10 

4  7 


153  8  6 
144  13  6 

154  7  0 
157    6  6 

609  15  6  i 


1  11 

2  3 
2  10 


.  5,113 
1,381 


252    8  Oj  104  12 

305  18  6  128  0 

1,263  18  6  131'  3 

383    3  6  116  14 


8,036  2,205    8  6 


16  7    374  16  11 

17  12  4    463  0 

17  10  5  1,414  10 

31    4  5    532  3 

84    3  9  2,784  11  7 


5  6 
7  8 


1921     225  417 


55  0  0  11 
65  0  Oj  11 
79    0   0j       8    0  0 


3  0  0  57  0  0 
3    0    0      69    0  0 


79  0  0  : 
90  0 


253  15 
256  15    0  I 
249  15    0  I 


243    0    0j     39    0  0 


12    0    0    295    0    0  6    7  1,014  10  0  6  11 


20d  departmental  committee  on  vaccination  expenses  : 

COUNTY   OF  ff 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


srations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

ation 

sination  | 
per  head.  ! 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

CNION 

Number  of  Pri 
lations. 

Number  of 

ccinations. 

Number  of  Op 

Proceedings. 

Cost  of  Vacchx 
e-Vaccination. 

ge  Cost  of  Vaci 
e-Vaccination 

Remunera- 
f  D.M.O.'s. 

g 

-o 

3d 
h 

| 

1 1 

-PS 

t 

%  I 

1 

c 

1 

1 

1  § 

H  > 

EHtf 

Pi 

CM 

EH  § 

<> 

1 

2. 

3. 

4. 

6 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

TTTA"WT7T  T^TTm? 
1  XlillM  XU  1 ,  IoJ-i-Tj  U.C  . 

£  s. 

d. 

£ 

d. 

£  s. 

d. 

£  s. 

d 

£  s. 

d 

£  s. 

d. 

£  s. 

d. 

s.  d. 

£  s. 

d. 

Area  26.187  acres. 

1896 

751 

9 

760 

95  9 

0 

49 

15 

10 

1  7 

6 

14  14 

0 

i  19  1 

1 

180  7 

4  9 

404  4 

0 

i 

1897 

647 

13 

660 

82  14 

8 

49 

-4 

43  10 

5 

14  14 

0 

19  9 

11 

209  19 

2 

6  4 

397  15 

0 

i 

Pop.  08,461. 

1898 

631 

4 

635 

83  7 

.8 

47 

13 

8 

14  14 

0 

21  4 

11 

109  2 

8 

5  4 

395  1 

0 

i 

1899 

336 

4 

340 

51  13 

10 

49 

15 

2 

0  17 

9 

12  0 

6 

21  1 

7 

135  8 

10 

8  0 

401  0 

0 

i  '■ 

Total  for  4  years 

2,365 

30 

2,395 

313  5 

196    8  7 

4  7 

11 

43  16 

5 

56    2  6 

80  17  6 

094  18  1 

5  10 

1,598  0 

0 

TONBRIDGE, 

- 

189C 

372 

372 

60  19 

3 

29 

9 

H 

5  18 

10 

0  4 

0 

3  1 

0 

20  1 

4 

119  14 

3 

6  5 

576  10 

0 

1 1 

Area  47,680  acres. 

1897 

370 

370 

38  15 

0 

28 

4 

9 

4  0 

5 

3  1 

0 

20  8 

3 

94  9 

5 

5  1 

570  2 

6 

1 1 

Pop.  66,803. 

1898 

379 

379 

29  18 

0 

25 

14 

3 

2  16 

3 

3  1 

0 

10  19 

0 

78  8 

6 

4  2 

585  2 

6 

i  i 

1899 

467 

467 

26  10 

0 

18 

13 

6 

2  5 

2 

3  1 

0 

18  9 

6 

68  19 

2 

2  11 

557  5 

0 

Total  for  4  years 
Total  for  the  County 

1,588 

1,588 

156    2  3 

102 

4 

15  0 

8 

0  4 

0 

12  4 

0 

75  18  1 

361  11 

4 

4   7  2,289  0 

0 

i  1 

39,339 

1,332 

40,671 

4,685  6 

11 

2,811 

16 

0 

108  8 

0 

53    8  5 

314  16 

0 

1,140  17  4 

9,120  12 

8 

4  6 

28,639  17  3 

APPENDIX. 


KENT— continual. 


Four  Teaks  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


^  Total  Number  of  Primary 
Vaccinations. 

M  Total  Number  of 
Re-Vaccinations. 

*■  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
and  Re-Vaccination. 

_  Ave)  age  Cost  of  Vaccination 
JO  and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 
Cm 

5. 

d 

> 

6. 

1 
CM 

7. 

po  Legal  Proceedings. 

1 

9. 

Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

Total  Remunera- 
f  tion  of  D.M.O. 's. 

Average  Cost  per 
^  Visit  of  D.M.O. 

812 
828 
792 
1,036 

13 

23 
189 
2,395 

825 
851 
981 
3,431 

£    S.  d. 

305  7  6 

306  12  0 
335    2  0 
929    3  6 

£    s.  d. 
65    3  8 

86  0  4 

87  16  2 
102    4  5 

£    s.  d. 
2    1  7 

1  15  4 

2  4  4 
2    7  1 

£    s.  d. 
7  10  0 
5  17  6 

11    7  6 
1  13  0 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 
23  19  9 

20  18  11 
19  16  8 

21  5  8 

£    s.  d. 
404    2  6 
421    4  1 
456    6  8 
1,056  13  8 

s.  d. 
9  10 
9  11 
9  4 
6  2 

£    s.  d. 
425  15  0 
419  11  0 
41518  6 
394  10  0 

s.  d. 
1  9 
1  9 

1  9 

2  0 

3,468 

2,620 

6,088 

1,876    5  0 

341    4  7 

8    8  4 

26    8  0| 
1 

86    1  0 

2,338    6  11 

7    81,65514  6 

1  10 

817 

660 
991 
999 

3,467 

3 
7 

1,811 

935 

2,756 

820 
667 
2,802 
1,934 

6,223 

397  18  6 
339    6  6 
424  13  0 
1,187  12  6 

136    9  9 
119  11  6 
116    6  6 
153  13  11 

18  18  3 

19  13  9 

20  8  11 
20    9  5 

553    6  6 
478  11  9 
561    8  5 
1,361  15  10 

1 

13  6   569  7    0  1  8 

14  41  554  2    6j  1  10 
4   0   567-12    6  1  9 

14    1    553  7    6  1  8 

1 

2,349  10  6 

526    1  8 

_ 

79  10  4 

2,955    2  6 

9    62,244  9    6  1  9 

60,639 

84,854 

145493 

38,499  7  5 

6,741  13  9 

86   0    4172  16  0 

83  15  0 

1,382  3  6  46,965  16  0 

6    5129,39719  3 

! 

THANET  ISLE  OF. 


169. 


E  E  2 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


The  Column-  headed  "  Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O's."  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  officers.  The 

information  was  not  complete  : — Ashton-under-Lyxe,  Blackburn,  ] 


UNION. 

1. 

Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

to  Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

w  Total  Number  of 
Re- Vaccinations. 

*-  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

>_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f  and  Re-Vaccination. 

Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
■    and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 

Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.0. 

> 
pi 

d 

l 
7. 

oo  Legal  Proceedings. 

P% 
9. 

g  Miscellaneous 
■  Expenses. 

13. 

~l 

11. 

ASHTON-UNDER- 

LYNE.. 

Area,  38,267  acres. 
Pop.,  175,063. 

Total  for  4  years. 

BARROW  IN- 
,EURNESS. 

Area,  11,023  acres. 
Pop.,  57,586. 

Total  for  4  years. 

BART0N-UP0N- 
IRWELL 

Area,  24,539  acres,, 
fop.,  114,773. 

Total  for  4  years. 

BLACKBURN. 

Area,  45,853  acres. 
Pop.,  223,55*0. 

Total  for  4  years. 

BOLTON- 

Area,  46,447  acres 
Pop,,  257,587. 

Total  for  4  years. 

*BTJRNLEY 

Area,  63,608  acres 
Pop.,  196,541. 

Total  for  4  years. 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

is!i<; 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

IS!  II 
1S97 
1898 
IS!)! 

392 
284 
253 
1,286 

9 
3 

401 

287 
200 
1,293 

£    s.  d. 
36  11  6 
26    8  0 
25  11  0 
33    4  0 

£    s.  d 
118  16  2 
110  11  6 
106    6  10 
117    1  0 

£    s.  d. 

_ 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 
2  12  0 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 
157  19  8 
136  19  6 
131  17  10 
150    5  0 

s.  d. 
7  11 
9  7 
10  2 

2  4 

£    s.  d 
89    2  6 

84  6  0 

85  19  6 
120    1  5 

.  (1 
)  11 
)  11 
)  1 

2,215 

26 

2,241 

121  14  6 

452  15  6 

- 

2  12  0 

577    2  0 

379    9  5 

)  11 

1,012 
973 
963 
784 

10 
13 

20 

1,017 

983 
976 
804 

71    6  6 
77  12  0 
68  15  0 
59  19  0 

35    5  6 
35  12  0 
33  11  0 
31  17  0 

1  15  7 

2  0  5 

1  11  9 

2  0  0 

: 

21  15  1 
20  19  1 
20  13  2 
20  19  6 

130    2  8 
136    3  6 
124  10  11 
114  15  6 

2  7 
2  9 

2  10 

155  14  6 
149  15  0 
151  10  0 
133  15  0 

I 
I 

1 

)  1 

3,732 

48 

3,780 

277  12  6 

136    5  6 

7    7  9 

84    6  10    505  12  7 

2  8 

590  14  6 

1 

745 
768 
593 
805 

26 

767 
794 
593 
805 

71    3  6 
56    4  0 
49    4  6 
99    3  0 

72  0  10 
48  17  8 
41    7  9 
47  16  9 

17  10  0 

8  15  0 
7    0  0 
3  10  0 

9    1  0 
9    1  0 
9    1  0 
5    1  0 

49    0  0 
53    0  0 
49    0  0 
49    0  0 

218  15  4 
175  17  8 
155  13  3 
204  10  9 

5  8 

4  5 

5  3 
5  1 

275  19  6 
275    8  6 
273  19  0 
281    5  0 

1 
1 

1  • 
1 

2,911 

48 

2,959 

275  15  0 

210    3  0 

36  15  0 

32    4  0 

200    0  0 

754  17  0 

5    1  1,106  2  0 

1 

1,149 

983 
886 
698 

999 
2 
1 
3 

2, 148 
985 
887 
701 

146    6  0 
83    3  0 
73    0  0 
57    9  0 

61*  0  0 

50    0  0 
99    0  0 
111    0  0 

8    0  0 

12  0  0 

13  0  0 
17    0  0 

26    0  0 
26    0  0 
26    0  0 
26    0  0 

131    0  0 

89    0  0 
77    0  0 
95    0  0 

372    6  0 
260    3  0 
288    0  0 
306    9  0 

3  6 

5  3 

6  6 
S  9 

230    0  0 
2S0   0  0 
380    0  0 
380    0  0 

, 

1  1 
1  1 
1  11 

3,716 

1,005 

4,721 

359  18  0 

321    0  0 

50    0  0 

-  •  W  0  0 

392    0  0 

1,226  18  0 

1,270  0  0 

1  11 

1,864 
1,730 
1,813 
1,744 

16 

8 

1,880 
1,738 
1,818 
1,751 

151  13  10 
135  15  10 
342    1  0 
261    9  0 

60    0  0 
60    0  0 
60    0  0 
50    0  0 

- 

63    4  0 
71  10  0 
71  10  0 

54    5  0 

112    6  0 
106  11  10 
104  12  6 
101    1  10 

387    3  10 
373  17  8 
378    3  6 
466  15  10 

4  1 

4  4 

4  2 

5  4 

482    0  0 
474    0  0 
476  17  3 

468    7  8 

1  1 
1  1 

1  I 
1  H 

7,151 

36 

7,187 

690  19  8 

230    0  0 

260    9  0 

424  12  2 

1,606    0  10 

4  6 

1,901  4  11 

1  1 

426 
347 
243 
206 

3 
3 

429 
347 
246 
206 

44    4  6 
32    1  6 
22    7  0 
20    8  11 

28    7  7 
20  14  2 
27  17  8 
63  17  3 

4    0  0 
4    0  0 
4    0  0 
4    0  0 

23    4  8 
29  18  0 
28    7  3 
35  18  0 

114    6  7 
114  17  11 
95    1  11 
82  10  4 

214    3  4 
201  11  7 
177  13  10 
206  14  6 

10  0 

11  7 
14  5 
20  1 

91    1  0 
87    2  0 
147  11  0 
161    6  6 

1  ( 
1  l 

0  1 

1  ( 

1,222 

6 

1,228 

119    1  11 

140  16  8 

16    0  0 

117    7  11406  16  9 

800    3  3 

13  0 

487    0  6 

0  li 

*  BURN  LEY    UNION.— For  the  years  1900-1903  the  numbers  of  vaccinations  and  re- vaccinations  have  not  been  given  separately. 
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jANCASTEE. 


nuneration  is  only  shown  where  information  as  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the  D.M.O.  has  been  given.  In  the  following  Unions  such 
rnir.Koi;,  Fyi.dk,  Lancaster,  Prescot,  Preston,  West  Derby  and  Wigan. 


2§ 

HP? 


Four  Years  exded  Lady-Day, 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


2,668 
2,197 


2,864 
'  9,365 


616  19 
923  13 


£     s.  d. 

339  19  10 

260  10  0 

228    2  2 

270  14  2 

i  1,099  6 


4  8  1 
10  1  6 
9  12  11 


1,286  14  4 
973  2 


161  3 

272  13 
327  14 


0  8 
0  11  . 
0  10 


ASHT0N-UNDER- 
LYNE. 


1,140 
1,158 


292  11 
325  13 
353  16  6 


102    8  8 

113  13 

114  13 


6  0  0 

6  0  0 

6  0 

6  0  0 


23  11  10 

24  10 

25  16 


435  17 
470  16  10 
507  17 


0  11 
0  11 
0  10 
0  10 


BARROW-IN- 
FURNESS. 


453    0    0  24    0  0 


1,119 
1,079 
1,317 
2,28(i 


127  16 
103  9 


1,523 
4,019 


3  10  0 
3  10 
1  15 


0  0 

49    0  0 

56  0  0 
87  10 


589  9  11 1 
551  16  11 1 


!73  17  0 
276  11 

6  0 

282  14  0 


BART0N-UP0N- 
IRWELL. 


241  10    0  3 


6    01,116  8  0 


BLACKBURN. 


2,371 
2,732 
5,178 
2,834 


2,377 
2,984 
2,468 
4,540 


764  0  0 

911  0  0 

790  0  0 

1,149  0  0 


282  0  0 

286  0  0 

252  0  0 

254  0  0 


13  0  0 
10  0 


'  23    0    0  53    0  0 


0  0 
0  0 


1,136  0  0 
1,311 


1,509    0  0 


530  0  0 
650  0 


l  12,  ;•',:) 


3,614    0  0 


1,074    0    0  ! 


'23    0    0  320    0    0  £ 


3,857 
4,636  1 
i  Hi. 455  3 


0  0 
12  0 
16    0  0 


BOLTON. 


!  1,480  13  2 
I  1,414  5 
i  1,631  13 
,726  3  1 


493  16  10 
506  0 
496  15 
459  11 


2  0 
2  0 
1  11 


8,252  15  10 


9  1,956  4 


526  17  0 
655  15  2 


5.21-1  1.208  17  0 


164  9 
171  15  11 


0  0 

0  0 

0  0 

0  0 


4  14 
10  10 


61  17 
71  16  9 
79  8 
85  18  11 


757  3  4 
910    2  4 


1,569    1    8  ( 


162  12 
152    6  0 
166  18 


0  11 
0  11 
0  10 
0  11 


299    1    6  4 


e  totals  for  the  County  in  columns  2 


1  do  not  therefore  include  the  vaccinations  and  revaecinations  in  this  Union. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES 


COUNTY  OF 


UNION. 

& 
1. 

Fouk  Yeaes  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

Total  Number  of  Primary 
Vaccinations. 

w  Total  Number  of 
Re- Vaccinations. 

^  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

£  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
•    and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 

Vaccinator  i 
also  D.M.0. 

> 
Ph 
5. 

d 

6. 

i 

7. 

1 
I 

8. 

p  Rent. 

^  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

y-  Total  Cost  of  Vaccim 
1-1  and  Re- Vaccination. 

¥s  1 

05 

1  i 

13.  1 

BURY. 

Area'35,052  acres. 
Pop.  145,569. 

Total  for  4  yeans 

CHORLEY. 

Area  54,441  acres. 
P«n.  63.001. 

Total  for  4  years 

CH0RLT0N. 

Area  11,712  acres. 
Pop.  342,643. 

Total  for  4  years 

CLITHEROE. 

Area  119,242  acres. 
Pod.  23.377. 

Total  for  4  years 
FYLDE. 

Area  56,799  acres. 
Pop.  93,697. 

Total  for  4  years 

GARSTANG 

Area  60,612  acres. 
Pop.  11,860. 

Total  for  4  years 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1891 

1897 
1898 
189' 

189( 
1897 

18!  (8 

189!) 

1896 
L897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
181)8 
1899 

896 
1897 

898 
899 

138 

426 

1,089 

2 

138 
428 

1,091 

£    s.  d 
25  11  6 
44    5  C 
21  15  1 

35    0  9 

£    s.  d 
51    6  C 

165    8  C 
45  18  C 

180  14  C 

£   s.  d 

- 
- 

£    s.  d 

£    s.  d 
24  14  C 
24  14  C 

27    6  C 

£    s.  d 
52    5  1 

50  10  7 

51  0  10 

£    s.  d 
153  16  7 
284  17  ,7 

294    2  1 

s.  d 
22  4 
13  4 

5  5 

£    s.    d.  s. 
584  12  0 
593  17  6 
571  10  0 
603    7    6  , 

1,747 

4 

1,751 

126  12  4 

443    6  C 

- 

101    8  C 

205  15  7 

877    2  S 

10  C 

2,353   7  0 

755 
657 

66C 

4 

755 
661 

660 

73  18  6 
66    0  f 
65  10  C 
39  15  C 

43    1  S 

37  16  ? 

38  14  8 
28    1  S 

5    0  5 
4  15  3 
4  14  7 
3    3  C 

16    2  0 
16   2  C 

16    2  C 

29  17  10 

22    6  0 

36  18  9 

168    0  0 
147    0  0 
156    0  0 
124    0  0 

4  5 
4  5 

3  9 

140  13  6 
144    2  fi 
168  18  6 
149    7  0 

2,682 

4 

2,686 

245    4  L 

147  13  t 

17  13  3 

64    8  C 

120    1  4 

595    0  C 

4  5 

603    1  6 

1,780 
1,681 
1,750 
1,379 

24 
5 
3 
1 

1,804 
1,686 
1,753 
1,380 

150  12  C 
136  19  6 
133  16  0 
130  11  0 

197  19  11 
166  12  2 
166  13  S 
157  14  0 

0    7  11 

- 

2    2  0 
9  17  0 
17    2  0 

135  10  6 
133  18  8 
137    3  10 
135  11  5 

484    2  5 
439  12  4 
447  10  6 
441    6  4 

5  4 
5  3 

5  1 

6  5 

926  17  11 
932  11  11 
900  19  5 
950  13   1  ,j! 

6,590 

33 

6,623 

551  18  6 

688  19  9 

0    7  11 

29    1  0 

542    4  5 

1,812  11  7 

5  6 

190 

221 
250 
324 

3 
1 

190 
221 

253 
325 

32  15  0 
21    2  6 
37    4  0 
17    9  0 

24  17  0 
27  15  4 
36    9  6 
14  12  3 

3    0  6 

- 

7  10  1 

8  2  2 
7  14  4 
7    5  1 

68    2  7 
57    0  0 
81    7  10 
39    6  4 

7  2 

5  2 

6  5 
2  5 

46  18  10 
40  13  li 

62  15    0  : 
42    9  6 

985 

4 

989 

108  10  6 

103  14  1 

3    0  6 

30  11  8 

245  16  9 

5  0 

192  16  10 

502 
481 

459 
464 

2 
6 
3 
5 

504 
487 
462 
469 

45  10  0 
40  17  6 
33    6  0 
44    9  0 

89   2  0 
69    6  0 
60  19  0 
44  15  0 

- 

15  18  0 
19  14  6 
11  10  0 

22  18  6 

27  0  8 

28  0  5 
34    2  3 
45    9  7 

177  10  8 
157  18  5 
139  17  3 
157  12  1 

7  1 
6  6 
6  1 

6  9 

70   0  0 
70    0  0 
70    0  0 

a 

1,906 

16 

1,922 

164    2  6 

264    2  0 

70    1  0 

134  12  11 

632  18  5 

6  7 

210 

145 
186 
210 
196 

1 

1 

7 

146 
187 

212 
203 

23    0  6 
22  19  0 
25  10  9 
20  10  0 

7  6  0 
11    1  1 
11    1  2 

8  14  10 

0  14  3 
0  12  4 
0    7  0 
0    4  10 

4  10  0 
4  10  0 
4  10  0 
4  10  0 

3  13  6 
3    9  1 
3  17  8 

3    4  9 

39    4  3 
42  11  6 
45    6  7 
37    4  5 

5  4 
4  7 
4  3 
3  8 

134    0  0 

132  10  R 

133  '2  0 

134  11 

737 

11 

748 

92    0  3 

38    3  1 

1  18  5 

18    0  0 

14    5  0 

164    6  9 

4  5 

534    4   0  2  ~ 

• 
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ANC  ASTER— r,n,tiv  >ml. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady- Day,  1903. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


1,217 
1,147 
1,604 


1,301 
1,220 
1,429 
2,745 


701  12 
491  0 
389  15 
787  14  10 


44  11 
44  17 


.  1,011  15 

771  10 

591  8  10 
'  1,048  18  1 


s.  d.  s 
580  15  0 
2  0 
018  17  6 
619  12  6 


I  4 

1  5 


0,695  -2 


7  203  18    5  3,423  13    010    32,407  7  6 


326  10 

327  10 


1,331 
4,008 


109  12 

110  3  0 
142  11 


1  10  8 

2  9  10  ! 


493  0  0 

562  0 

467  0 

1,070  0  0 


12  0 
12  10 


2,356 
3,116 
23,828 
3,458 


1,758  1 


2,371 
3,128 
7,256 
14,890 

7  27,645 


858  5  4 

1,054  7 

970  2  8 

,890  11  5 

4,773  6  8  1 


10  12 
12  16 


127  10  0 
192  13  10 


1,411  15  21 

1?621  2    0  11 

1,470  14 

2,483  7 

7  6,986  18    5  . 


47  12 
89  10  11 
216    5  10 


32  4 
31  17  9 


159  7 
86    5  11 


63  0 
73  6 
36  11 


254  13    3  19  0 


i2  872 
(31,142 


261  15 

258  14  0 

312    8  0 

537  18  8 


<  33  19 

34  14 

31  11 

53  8 


388  14  10  1 
384  12   010  10 

445  2 


2    0    0153  13    4  1 


27  19  3 
30  17 


3  12  3 

3  4 

3  11 

15  18  4 


165  12 
132  15  10  1: 


7  10 

6  6 


131  10  0  ' 
136    0    0  ' 


26    6  6 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


county  o: 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


1 

1.1 

11 

w  Total  Number  of 
Re-Vaccinations. 

*•  Total  Number  of  Operations.  | 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

h-  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
•    and  Re- Vaccination. 

£j  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination  1 
•    and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  th 
Public 
Vaccinator 
also  D.M. 

i>       1  d 

5.        J  6. 

;J  Postage. 

»  Legal  Proceedings. 

<P  Rent. 

p—  Miscellaneous 
•  Expenses. 

13. 

761 

584 
554 
792 

5 
1 

- 

766 
585 
554 
792 

£    s.  d. 
67  17  0 
54    8  6 
50  19  6 
156  19  0 

£    s.  d. 
39  15  5 
34    3  9 
28  12  6 
51  14  8 

£    s.  d. 
5    3  0 
3  15  10 
2    6  9 
9    5  4 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 

8    8  0 
20    1  6 
16  11  6 
12  15  0 

£    s.  d. 

44  15  6 
48  15  9 

45  9  10 
41  14  6 

£   s.  d 
165  18  11 
161    5  4 
144    0  1 
272    8  6 

s.  d. 

4  4 

5  6 

5  2 

6  11 

£    s.  d. 
270    0  0 
270   0  0 
270    0  0 
270   0  0 

2,691 

6 

2,697 

330    4  0 

154    6  4 

20  10  11 

57  16  0 

180  15  7 

743  12  10 

5  6 

1,080  0  0 

579 
625 
578 
495 

2 
4 

581 

632 

499 

53  19  6 
53    0  6 
50  11  6 
93  15  0 

55    9  6 
54  11  2 
53  19  5 
77    1  3 

7  8  6 
9    1  0 

10    0  0 

8  2  0 

1    6  0 
1    6  0 
1    6  0 

19  18  4 
22    0  7 
22  17  9 
24    6  4 

138  1  10 

139  19  3 
138  14  8 
203    4  7 

4    j  103    5  0 
4    51    85    9  0 
4  10    90  16  5 
8    2    87    7  0 

2,277 

13 

2,290 

251    6  6 

241    1  4 

34  11.  6 

3  18  0 

89    3  0 

620   0  4 

5    5  366  .17  S 

1,013 

882 
783 
856 

1,013 

882 
783 
856 

89  14  0 
77    3  0 
67  11  6 
166  10  6 

57    2  6 
57  11  6 
51    6  0 
71  10  8 

3  8  6 

4  7  6 
4  10  9 
4    2  0 

13  11  0 

14  4  0 
14    4  0 
14    4  0 

44    0  10 
41    6  7 
41  13  6 
41    9  3 

207  16  10 
194  12  7 
179    5  9 
297  16  5 

4  1 
4  5 
4  7 
7  0 

349    2  9 
379  11  6 
379    6  0 
355    6  6l 

3,534 

3,534 

400  19  0 

237  10  8 

16    8  9 

56    3  0 

168  10  2 

879  11  7 

5  0 

1,463  6  9 

2,594 
2,551 
2,439 
2,050 

16 

4 
3 

2,610 
2,558 
2,443 
2,053 

195    0  0 
192    0  0 
184    0  0 
239   0  0 

120    0  0 
132    0  0 
132    0  0 
150    0  0 

- 

40    0  0 
40    0  0 
40    0  0 
30    0  0 

140    0  0 
136    0  0 
150    0  0 
148    0  0 

495    0  0 
500    0  0 
506    0  0 
567    0  0 

3  9 

3  11 

4  2 

5  6 

151    0  ( 
151    0  ( 
151    0  (I 
151    0  ( 

9,634 

30 

!>,6f,4 

810    0  0 

534    0  0 

150    0  0 

574    0  0 

2,068    0  0 

4  3 

604   0  ( 

86 
48 
49 
105 

86 
48 
49 
105 

14  17  6 
7    8  1 
7    6  6 

19  18  0 

4    6  0 

2  8  10 

3  15  11 
12    0  0 

0  12  0 

0  16  0 

1  0  0 
0  14  0 

19  15  6 
10  12  11 

12    2  5 
32  12  0 

4  7 
4  5 
4  11 

6  3 

95   0  < 

91  0  ( 

92  5  I 
91    7  if 

288 

-    1  288 

49  10  1 

22  10  9 

3    2  0 

75    2  10 

5  3 

369  12  j 

1,895 
1,441 
1,338 
1,084 

4 

1,899 
1,441 
1,338 
1,084 

142    6  6 
108    1  6 
100    7  0 
103  11  0 

170    9  2 
162    4  9 
161    5  0 
134  10  4 

23  13  11 
23    0  0 
22  18  4 
17  18  5 

43  19  0 
41    9  0 
41    9  0 
49    5  0 

90    6  8 
97    9  10 
90    9  2 
86    9  9 

470  15  3 
432    5  1 
416    8  6 
391  14  6 

4  11 

6  0 

6  3 

7  3 

490    0  1 
501  19  1 

520  0  in 

520   0  jjj 

5,758 

4 

5,762 

454    6  0 

628    9  3 

87  10  8 

176    2  0 

364  15  5 

1,711    3  4 

5  11 

2,031  19  1 

HASLINGDEN. 

Area,  27,278  acres. 
Pop..  115.223. 

Total  for  4  years. 

LANCASTER. 

Area,  63, 150  acres. 
Pop.,  67,385. 

Total  for  4  years. 


Area,  24,366  acres. 
Pop.,  86,254. 

Total  for  4  years. 

LIVERPOOL. 

Area,  1,858  acres. 
Pop.,  147,405. 

Total  for  4  years. 

LUNESDALE. 

Area,  76,267  acres. 
Pop.,  6,948. 

Total  for  4  years. 

MANCHESTER. 

Area,  1,646  acres. 
Pop.,  132,316. 
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LANCASTER— continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


1,301 
1,519 
1,724 
3,712 


493  8 
485  11 
828  10  0 


112  10  9 
120  10 
112  15 
127  15 


564  3  10  ! 
652  11  2 


36  16  9 
35  12  1 


HASLINGDEN. 


270  0 

270  0    0  i 

270  0    0  i 

270  0 


S,-_»:,(i  2 


473  11  9 


(i  1 1  1,080   0   0  i 


1,419 
1,095 


486  9  11 
424  10 


140  19 
143  17  2 
135  19 
127  16 


6  18 
3  14 
5  15 
8  12 


582  19    0  11  10 


120  9 
136  11  10 


6  0 
3  9 
3  8 
2  10 


548  12  5 


94  10    0  2,402  19    8  1< 


1,766 
1,843 
2,097 
2,333 


554  0 
578  8 


187  2  4 
178  11 

180    3  8 

186    8  0 


4  15  1 
3  16 
3  15 


42  17  11  792    6    4  ' 

4  6  804  0 
14    0  832  18 

5  2  902  19 


338  11 
354  14 


732 


3  11    0169    1    7  3,332 


2,193 
4,339 
J  10,201 


2,216 
4,697 
7,062 
13,434 


677    0  0 
1,032  0 
1,450    0  0 


210  0 

240  0 

236  0  0 

265  0  0 


156  0  0 
223    0  0 


1,043 
1,426 
1,842    0    0  . 
2,974    0    0  ■ 


0  0 
151  0 


i  27,  lull' 5,645    0  0 


951    0  0 


3  7,285    4  6 


14  14 
9  11  6 


0  15 

1  0  0 
1  18 

1  5 


56    5  11 

45  11 
110  15  10 
100  17  10 


90  15 

93  10  0 

91  0  0 
90  10 


6  10 
6  10 


4  18  0 


313  11  1 


365  15 


1,168 
1,896 
1,719 

3,225 


691  12  0 
612  18 


188  19  0 
163  10  0 
206  13 


6  18 

7  2 


68  11 
57  10  10 


679  10 
956  13 


MANCHESTER 


8,008  2 


9    5 1,553  16   9  \ 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Area,  17,603  acres. 
Pop.,  215,624. 

Total  for  4  years. 

ORMSKIRK. 

Area,  93,070  acres.  £ 
Pop.,  108,594. 

Total  for  4  years. 

PRESCOT. 

Area,  53,084  acres. 
Pop.,  153,648. 

Total  for  4  years. 


Area,  66,959  acn 
Pop.,  152,  231. 


Area,  11,808  ac 
Pop.,  196,832. 


Total  for  4  years. 

ROCHDALE. 


Area,  32,532  ac 
Pop.,  120,433. 


Total  for  4  years. 


Foue  Yeaks  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


3,251 
!■-',:!!<  I 


12,375 


6,436 


11    6  6 

2    5  6 


76  11 
89  19 


22  17 
76    8  1 


0    2  10 

0    1  6 

0  2  11 
0  13 


1    0  6 


17  11 
17  0 


104  1 
106  0 


141  8 

138  9 

127  0  6 

108  8  0 


515    6  6 


5  2  0 
3    4  6 


81  6  8 
108  0 


74  12  1 

79  18  9 

81  14  5 

67    3  4 


303    8  7 


9  6  0 
5  12 

3  14  0 

16  17  0 


35 


13  14  10 

13  3  6 

14  16  0 
12  14 


54 


9  10  11 

9  19  10 

12  18  11 

10  4  11 


42  U  7 


48  16    6169    8  0 


16  12  6 
3  12 
25  13 
23  16  0 


39  18  0 
33  0 


1  0  0 
1  0  0 
1  0 


63  3  9 

60  9  4 

62  8  9 

45  0  11 


231  2 


51    6  0 

39  19  10 

40  18  3 
37    3  11 


74  15  8 
42  19 

80    5  0 

85    6  7 


69  14    6  283    6  10 


66  16  0 

65  6 


104    6    6267    3  8 


77  3  9 
92  0  0 
89  11  11 


174  16    4  343  17  4 


3    0    0189  12  0 


104  17 

262  9 


230  18 
200    4  10 
192  13 


541  17  1 
494  1 


367  12  1 
351  3 


18    31,490  14  6 


10  1,220  2  6 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.0. 


334  14 
351  10    0  0 
401  10 


373  10 
473  10 


345  18 
376  0 
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LANCASTER— continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 

UNION. 

Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

w  Total  Number  of 
■  Re-Vaccinations. 

*■  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
!"*  and  Re-Vaccination. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f-5  and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

>  6 

cm  > 

5.       '  6. 

<£ 
7. 

1 

8. 

«o  Rent. 

_  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

_  Total  Remunera- 
«  tion  of  D.M.O.'s. 

^  Average  Cost  per 
Visit  of  D.M.O. 

'  2,179 
2,022 
1,850 
4,256 

20 
55 
128 
1,336 

2,199 
2,077 
1,978 
5,592 

£    s.  d. 
718    2  0 
669    2  0 
589  12  6 
1,358    1  0 

£    s.  d. 
187  18  5 
179  14  0 
160  13  3 
245    1  8 

£    s.  d. 
3    3  11 
3  12  4 
3    7  7 
3    4  4 

£    s.  d. 

- 

£    s.  d. 
37  11  3 
88  11  5 
88    2  2 
97  12  8 

£    s.  d. 
946  15  7 
940  19  9 
841  15  6 
1,703  19  8 

3.  d. 

8  7 

9  1 
8  6 
6  1 

£     B.  d. 

379    0  0 
392  10  0 
384    0  0 
388    0  0 

,  d.| 
0  9, 
0  10 
0  9 
0  10 

OLDHAM. 

0RMSKIRK. 

PRESC0T, 

PBEST0N. 

PRESTWICH, 

ROCHDALE. 

10,307 

1,539 

11,846 

3,334  17  6 

773    7  4 

13    8  2 

311  17  6 

4,433  10  6 

7  6 

1,543  10  0 

0  10 

1,017 
1,025 
1,365 

3 

19 

5 

559 

1,028 
1,036 
1,030 
1,924 

323  12  6 
485  15  3 
429    4  0 
644    3  6 

105    5  0 
258  18  1 
153  12  4 
163  10  4 

63  17  6 
44    5  2 
13    2  0 
2  19  0 

35  11  9 
37    0  0 

36  4  2 
36    2  2 

528    6  9 
825  18  6 
632    2  6 
846  15  0 

10  3 
15  11 
12  3 
8  10 

323  17  6 
333    2  6 
342  10  0 
331  10  0 

2  0 
2  1 
1  9 
1  9 

1,432 

586 

5,018 

1,882  15  3 

681    5  9 

124    3  8 

144    18  1 

2,833    2  9 

11  4 

1,331  0  0 

1  11 

3,724 
3,718 
)l  3,851 
1  4,321 

8 
9 
921 
4,420 

3,732 
3,727 
4,772 
8,741 

1,238    6  6 
1,175  10  0 
1,129  18  0 
1,494  10  6 

253  19  2 
246    3  4 
237    3  3 
248  14  1 

- 

76    7  3 

75  6  9 

76  14  5 
85  15  3 

1,568  12  11 
1,497    0  1 
1,443  15  8 
1,828  19  10 

8  5 
8  0 
6  1 
4  2 

450  17  6 
434  10  0 
455  10  0 
432    0  0 

1  5 
1  5 
1  5 
1  4 



j  15,614 

5,358 

20,972 

5,038    5  0 

985  19  10 

314    3  8 

6,338    8  6 

6  1 

1,772  17  6 

1  5 

«  2,251 
M  2,698 
*j  2,835 

6 
29 
1,048 
1,522 

2,158 
2,280 
3,746 
4,357 

853    2  0 
843  18  6 
1,073    2  6 
1,429    4  6 

259  19  2 
310    7  8 
293  13  4 
342  14  2 

12  10  2 

13  14  < 
12    0  2 
12    7  10 

7    7  0 

144  19  1 

60  14  9 
60    9  4 
58  10  1 

1,270  10  5 
1,236    2  8 
1,439    5  4 
1,842  16  7 

11  9 
10  10 

7  8 

8  6 

230    0  0 
230    0  0 
230    0  0 
230    0  0 

1  7 

1  7 

2  0 
1  9 

9,936 

2,605 

12,541 

4,199    7  6 

1,206  14  4 

50  12  11 

7    7  0 

324  13    3  5,788  15  0 

9  3 

920    0  0 

1  8 

901  2,78c 
H  3.031 

12,745 

15 
18 

804 
3,920 

2,804 
3,05) 
3,754 
7,89( 

891    0  C 
955  15  £ 
933  18  f 
1,566  15  ( 

256  14  t 
265  13  [ 
263    6  ( 
321    6  i 

4    8  ( 
6   0  1( 
6  19  f 
10  11  ( 

5  16  4 
21    9  f 
14    2  ( 
16    3  ( 

- 

- 

91  13  1C 

88  10  2 
90    9  r 

92  2  1 

1,249  12  S 
1,337    9  3 
1,308  16  C 
2,006  18  4 

8  1 

8  < 
7  ( 
5 

397    4  4 
386  10  0 
389    0  0 
404    5  C 

0  1C 
0  £ 
0  1C 
0  1C 

4,757 

17,49? 

4,347    9  ( 

1,107    0  t 

27  19  1 

57  11  - 

1 

! 

;362  15  8 

5,902  16  3 

6  { 

1,576  19  4 

0  1C 

m  1,09' 

19(  l,08f 
IK  99 
19(  1,69 

I 

1 

4r 
11 

)  66' 

1,09* 
1,12( 

1,005 
2,36f 

336    4  ( 
350  17  ( 
,    329    8  ( 
I    601  13  ( 

120    3  ( 
107  17  4 
100  10  ( 

135    8  A 

- 

42  18  E 

41  5  £ 

42  2  4 
38  11  4 

499    5  11 
499  19  € 
472    0  4 
775  12  S 

9  1 

8  K 

9  f 
6  r 

247  11  f 
272  13  0 
279  10  0 
263  15  6 

2  4 
2  3 
2  1 
2  3 

4,86 

>  72( 

5,59 

1,618    2  ( 

463  19  i 

164  17  3 

2,246  18  £ 

8  ( 

1,063  10  0 

2  3 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Foub  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


Where  the 
Public  I 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


Area  6,068  acres. 
Pop.  229,450. 

Total  for  4  years 

T0DM0RDEN. 

Area  40,354  acres. 
Pop.  42,207. 

Total  for  4  years 

TOXTETH  PARK. 

Area  2,375  acres. 
Pop.  136,230. 

Total  for  4  years 


Area  140,573  acres. 
Pop.  42,793. 

Total  for  4  years 

WARRINGTON. 

Area  27,934  acres. 
Pop.  100,012. 

Total  for  4  years 

WEST  DERBY. 

Area  37,242  acres. 
Pop.  529,684. 

Total  for  4  years. 


5,50s 


lit,  -201 


3    0  0 
2  19 
1  16 
43  10  0 


51    6  0 


78  10 

58  8 


75  14  6 

84    8  0 

74  11  0 

56    2  0 


290  15  6 


134    1  6 

131  14  0 

128    0  0 

161  14  6 


555  10  0 


528  12 
512  13  0 
650    6  6 


109  18  9 
106  14 
118  19 
78  10  10 


414    3  5 


115  11  10 

112  15  9 
118  0  10 
101  18 


448    6  10 


31    6  7 

29    5  1 

29  8  2 
27  11 


117  11  3 


79    9  0 

85  7  4 

86  11  11 


463  15  8 

475  12  5 

544  8  6 
552  10 


7  0 


39  12 
39  0 


0113  10  2 
0  109 
0102  13  0 
0109 


161  13  0434 


13    1  0 

12  13 

13  4  8 
12  17  6 


51  16  7 


11  8  2 
6    4  8 


0  115  10  4 
43    4  7 
57  11 
56  10 


272  16  9 


3  12  0 

2  9  11 

3  12  4 
3  11 


13 


17  16  1 
17  15  11 

24  12  8 


8  14  0 

9  9  0 
6    4  0 

13  16  0 


13  13  8 
29  19  7 
15  15  10 
18  11  9 


3  0 


78    0  10 


34  15  0 

34  15  0 
34  1 

34  15  0 


0  0 


126    2    6  334   0  4 


139  10  4  315  19  11 
124  18    0  391  IS  4 


389  17  11 
355  16  11 
364  16  8 
326    6  11 


441    2  2 
440  0 
455   0  0 


1,436  18 


42  1 
20    0  11 
19  11 
90  12  11 


48  8 
52  19 
57  17 
54  14 


172    6  0 


213  19 


242  14 
265  11 


250  0 
250  0 


153  1  8 
125  19  0 
116  1 


312  16 
300    7  1 


259  5  9 
248  7  11 
251  14  8 
286  12  10 


241  19 
251  1 
232  0 
232    6  1 


957  8 


1,497  12  11 

1,477  10  2 
1,537 

1,748  12  2 


742  0  0 

740  0  0 

795  0  0 

945  0  0 


0,260  19  8 


6    6  3,222  0  0  : 


] 


LANCASTER— . 


APPENDIX. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


2,969 
3,115 
3,311 
8,012 

i  17,407  4 


965    0  0 
1,000  14 
1,014  16  0 


317  16  9 
292  1; 
402    0  3 


£  s.  d. 

33  0  3 

31  15  10 
27  19  8 

32  17  4 

2  125  13  1 


s.  d  SALFORD. 


106  10  1 
110  10 


1,457 

1,457  13    2  ! 
1,449    0  11 
2,484  10 

3  6,848  10 


116    0  6 

109  10  0 

127    6  0 

195  15  6 

548  12  0 


55    1  6 

39  0  9 
35  18  7 

40  5  3 

170    6  1 


T0DM0RDEN. 


183    7    3  10  1 


11  19 

48    8  10 


67  19 
71    6  0 


0  10 

o  10! 


1,173 
1,345 
2,367 


1,194 
1,383 
8,274 


464  15  11 
1,496  10 


252  19 

284  10 

321  10  11 

377  11 

I  1,236  12  0 


5    3  11 

3  15 


47  14 
55  11 
54  15 


TOXTETH  PARK. 


664    0    013  9 


15  10 
15  10 


4  0 
4  5 


338  13  6 
374  18  0 


58  11  0 

58  14 

59  3  3 
56  11 

232  19  9 


16  12  10 
14  14  11 


421  13 

325  12 


446  12 
1,606  10 


WARRINGTON. 


1,148 
1,444 


2,746 
7,287 


1,469 
2,148 
3,177 


447  19  0 

515  17 

696  12 

1,063  6 

1  2,723  15  0 


138  11 
138  14 


586  10 

654  11 

867  16  10  ! 

1,292  12 

3,401  11    0  1 


232  11 
271  19  10 
280  14  0 


2  2 
2  9 


WEST  DERBY. 


6,451 
8,179 
9,583 
5  11,615 


■21  ),0-27 
27,023 


6,504 
8,650 
30,510 
:!s,<;:ss 


6,594  9  0 
8,347  18  9 


22  6 
28  15  6 
33  16 
18  18  10 


329  12  11 
257  12 
357  16  11 
270    9  10 


4,310  14 
4,646  7 
7,807  5 
9,568    0  11 


31,150  0 

91,100  0  0 

1  1,125  0 

1  1,129  0 


i  84,302  21,506  5  5 


3,506  13    3  103  16  11 


1,215  118: 


6,332  7  3 


6    3  4,504  0  0 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


UNION. 

i. 

Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

to  Total  Number  of  Primary 
Vaccinations. 

S  J 
$> 

'  *3. 

C 

a 

I 

H 
4. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

p-  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
and  Re- Vaccination. 

per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.0. 

> 

'O  A  ® 

<5 

7.. 

po  Legal  Proceedings. 

1 
9. 

g  Miscellaneous 
Expenses. 

>-j  Average  Cost  of  Vaci 
•    and  Be- Vaccination  ] 

Total  Remunera- 
w  tion  of  D.M.O's. 

jh 

~-- 

1) 

<i 

14. 

WIGAN. 

Area,  48,408  acres. 
Pop..  191.239. 

Total  for  4  years. 
Total  for  the  County 

1896 
1897 

INKS 

1899 

2,723 
2,580 
2,353 
1,845 

20 
85 
6 
1 

2,743 
2,665 
2,359 
1,846 

£    8.  d. 

233    7  0 
220    3  6 
200  13  0 
161    1  6 

£    s.  d. 
95  10  4 
91  12  6 
99    2  5 
80    5  9 

£    s.  d. 

17  10  1 

18  9  7 
13  11  10 
15  10  2 

£    s.  d. 
46  19  0 

4    4  6 

£  s.  d. 
53  7  0 
31  3  6 
95  0  6 
50    0  3 

£    s.  d. 
87    8  4 
108    9  11 
105  10  3 
101    4  3 

£    s.  d. 
534    1  9 
469  19  0 
518    2  6 
408    1  11 

s.  d. 
3  11 

3  6 

4  5 
4  5 

469  10  0 
371    1  0 
425    2  0 
381  13  0 

1 

i  ' 

9,501 

112 

9,613 

815    5  0 

366  11  0 

65    1  8 

51    3  6 

229  11  3 

402  12  9 

1,930    5  2 

4  0 

1,647  6  0 

1 

135,271 

2,106 

137,377jl3,194  12  7 

10,333    5  5 

616    8  5 

70  15  0 

2,8441411 

8,035  7  7 

35,095  3  11 

5  1 

37,009  4  4 

j  ANG  A  STER— continued. 
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1  i 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


3,476 
5,176 


3,476 
5,287 


1,107  16  10 
1,569 


305  15  9 
340   4  10 


4    4    0  5  0 


£    s.  d. 
1,540  11 
1,568  17 
1,536  10  6 
2,027 


390  11 
.  10  0 


6,673    5  10  ! 


1  105,325    7  11 


26,074    1    3  691  17    5  486    8    6  59    2    7  8,214    0    5  1 


*  See  note  under  Burnley  Union. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 

The  Column  headed  "  Total  Remuneration  of  "  D.M.O's."  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  officers.  The 

Unions  the  information  was  not  complete  :— Barrow-on-Soae, 


UNION. 

1  r  Year. 

Four  Ybabs  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

^  Total  Number  of  Primary 
Vaccinations. 

w  Total  Number  of 
•  Re-Vaccinations. 

^  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

£  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
•    and  Re- Vaccination. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
'J0  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 

Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

5. 

C 
> 
6. 

I 
7. 

co  Legal  Proceedings. 

1 
9. 

~  Miscellaneous 
■  Expenses. 

1  | 

13.    j  m 

ASHBY-DE-LA- 
Z0UCH- 

Area,  55,446  acres. 
Pop.,  44,236. 

Total  for  4  years. 

BARR0W-0N-S0AR- 

Area,  50,452  acres. 
Pop.,  25,519. 

Total  for  4  years. 

BILLESDON. 

Area,  52,482  acres. 
Pop.,  6,172. 

Total  for  4  years. 

BLABY. 

Area,  33,645  acres. 
Pop.,  24,973. 

Total  for  4  years./ 

HINCKLEY. 

Area,  22,581  acres. 
Pop.,  23,938. 

Total  for  4  years. 

LEICESTER. 

Area,  8.586  acres. 
Pop.,  211,574. 

Total  for  4  years. 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
is- 17 

1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 

1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
i:98 
IS! )'.) 

199 
198 
107 
7 

- 

199 
198 
107 
7 

£    s.  d 

25    4  6 
24  12  0 
13  16  6 
0  16  0 

£    s.  d 
8  16  0 
7  11  0 
4  10'  6 
20  17  4 

£    s.  d 
- 

- 

£   s.  d. 
8    8  0 

8    8  0 
8    8  0 

£    s.  d. 
20    5  1 
19    3  8 

18  6  1 

19  18  11 

£    s.  d. 
62  13  7 
59  14  8 
45    1  1 
50    0  3 

s.  d 
6  4 
6  0 
8  5 
142  11 

£    s.  d.  s. 
281  10   0  1 
276    5    0  1 
280  15   0  1  ( 
285  17    6  1 

511 

- 

511 

64    9  0 

41  14  10 

- 

- 

33  12  C 

77  13  8 

217    9  7 

8  6 

1,124  7    6  1 

- 

36 

- 

- 

36 

- 

11    2  0 

0  5  4 

1  19  8 

0  19  3 

0    5  7 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1    4  7 
13    7  3 

- 

7  5 

8  1 

36 

36 

11    2  0 

2    5  0 

1    4  10 

14  11  10 

70 
71 
63 
121 

- 

70 
71 
63 
121 

13  17  2 

10  16  0 
9  14  11 

15    0  0 

15    0  0 
15    0  0 

0  5  1 

1  1  4 

- 

1    0  0 

1    0  0 
1    0  0 

6  11  9 
1  12  11 
1  13  5 
1  18  9 

36  13  10 
32   4  3 
28    9  5 
28  15  0 

10  6 
9  1 
9  0 
4  9 

169  10    6  2  1 

163  11    0  2 

170  0   0  3 

164  16    0  4' 

325 

- 

325 

48  11  11 

60    0  0 

1  13  9 

0  13  2 

1  3  6 
1    2  2 

- 

4   0  0 

11  16  10 

126    2  6 

7  9 

667  17    (i  3 

- 

8 

- 

- 

8 

1  4  0 

2  7  0 

- 

1  2  6 

2  5  0 
1    0  0 

13    8  11 
118  5 
12    2  7 
11  10  1 

14  11  5 

15  17  7 

16  15  1 
15  19  3 

- 

39  11 

103  15   0  1 
100    5    0  1 
100  16    0  1 
107  10   0  1 

8 

8 

5    2  0 

2  18  10 

6  12  6 

48  10  0 

63    3  4 

157  11 

412    6    0  1 

7 

14 
26 
117 

6 

13 
14 
26 
117 

0  16  t 
110 

2    3  f 
0    5  6 

1    6  0 

0  8  8 

1  6  11 
1    1  3 

- 

115  8 

11  2  3 
10  13  10 

12  1  11 

13  8  2 

12  11  11 

14  4  3 

13  8  8 

20  8 
IS  0 
10  11 

2  4 

130  17    G  1  1 
136  12   6  1 
130  13   3  1  ! 
151  13    9  1 

104 

13 
12 
11 

20 

6 

170 

4    6  6 

4    2  10 

45    3  8 

53  13  0 

6  4 

561  17    0  1  | 

15 
20 
14 
13 

28 
32 

33 

1  14  0 
1  18  0 

1  10  C 

2  3  0 

52    4  5 

51  18  3 

52  18  4 
40    2  10 

4    8  4 
4  11  2 
4  18  5 
1  16  3 

15    0  0 
15    0  0 
15    0  0 
15    0  0 

73    7  3 

73  7  5 

74  7  3 
59    2  1 

52  1 
45  10 
59  6 
35  10 

214    5    0  01 

244  17   0  1 

245  7   6  1! 
240    3   6  lj 

56 

62 

118 

197    3  10 

15  14  2 

60    0  0 

280    4  0 

47  6 

950  13   oj  1  j 
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LEICESTER. 

inuneration  is  only  shown  in  those  cases  where  information  as  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the  D.M.O.  has]  been  given.  In  the  following 
aby,  Hinckley,  Market  Bosworth,  Melton  Mowbray. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


304  18 
231  14 


71    8  4 

59  6  8 

60  17  0 
67    1  0 


19  18 

19  17 

20  18  10 


395    9    2  1 
310  18 
321  0 
381    4  10 


ASHBY-DE-LA 
Z0UCH. 


301  15 

284   0    0  i 


258  13  0 


!  1,4 


i  13  2 


0  12  11 

0  14 

0  11  11 

0  14 


92  16  8  1 
66  13  3 

82    0    8  : 


BARR0W-0N-S0AR. 


2  13  11 


29  13  0 
26  11  0 


16  11 

15  12 


0  13  4 
0  16  7 


47  1 

42    3  7 


169  15 

170  10  0  : 

171  19  0  : 
170   0  6  : 


682  4 


56  6  0 
39  15  6 
52    5  6 


23  18  11 
26    3  11 


0  18  11 
2  14 
2  14 


52  17 
3  19  2 


13  9 

14  14 
10  11 


110  5  0 
130  3  1  1 
134  11 


471    6    911  11 


72    1  0 
127  17 
111  11 


10  6  0 
14    1  5 


100  19 
158  15 
142  2 
190  12 


592    9    8  10    8  1 


112  15  0 
705  12 
626  14  2 


23  10 
134  15 
133  10 
130    6  10 


2  0  11 

3  15 
5  11 


107  1  9 
40  12  8 


136    8  3  27  0 

842    9  2  76  10 

871    1  632  0 

655  14  5  15  2 


238  3 
256  2 
242  19 
229  19  6 


422    3  3 


11  10    2147  14  5 


5  0 


G  G 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  CP1 


Four  Years 

ended  Lady-Day 

1899. 

Where  tl 

Total' 

Fees. 

Other  Expei 

I""'! 

Public 

Vaccinato  ? 

§ 

also  D.M.-  ; 

O 

UNION. 

5 

ling 

Vac 
nati 

•SUOT 

a 

st  of 
7accii 

11 
°> 

lb  ii 

i 

otal  Ni 
accinat 

otal  Ni 

otal  Ni 

> 

C 

So 

1 

egal  Pr 

1 

isrellai 

.  t,il  (  '<> 

otal  Rt 

EH 

Ph 

> 

Ph 

hH 

E-  5 

<  § 

i. 

2. 

3 

4. 

5 

6 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13.  ■ 

LOUGHBOROUGH. 

£ 

d. 

£ 

£ 

d 

£ 

£  s. 

d 

£  s. 

d 

s.  d 

£    s.  d. 

20 

20 

2 

17 

0 

15 

0 

0 

10 

0 

4  2 

4  1 

225  18    t  :- 

Area,  45,819  acres. 

1897 

17 

17 

1 

18 

( 

0 

15 

6 

0 

10 

0 

3  4 

0 

3  9 

209  12   t  lfi 

Pop.,  34,897. 

1898 

30 

30 

3 

17 

0 

1 

8 

6 

0 

10 

0 

5  15 

6 

3  10 

213    9    4  -i 

153 

153 

12 

1 

0 

21 

11 

10 

0 

11 

6 

0 

10 

0 

0  6 

6 

35  0 

10 

4  7 

223    0  0 

Total  for  4  years 

220 

220 

20 

13 

6 

24 

10 

1C 

0 

11 

6 

2 

0 

0 

0    6  f 

48  2 

4 

4  4 

872    0   4  8 

LUTTERWORTH. 

1 

j 

108 

108 

15 

14 

6 

6 

5 

0 

1 

9 

5 

7  2 

6 

30  11 

5 

5  I 

299  14  0 

Area,  57,066  acres. 

1897 

100 

15 

115 

15 

17 

6 

6 

12 

0 

1 

17 

3 

0 

10 

0 

7  4 

4 

32  1 

1 

5  7 

295  15   0  IB 

Pop.,  11,029. 

1898 

59 

59 

8 

14 

6 

5 

7 

2 

0 

9 

6 

0 

10 

0 

5  19 

8 

21  0 

10 

7  2 

293  15   0  ;l' 

[899 

40 

46 

7 

8 

0 

4 

12 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

16 

8 

5  18 

4 

19  15 

1 

8  7 

298    5   0(  S 

Total  for  4  years 

313 

15 

32* 

47 

14 

6 

22  16  3 

4 

16 

2 

- 

1  16  8 

26  4 

1( 

103    8  f 

6  4 

1,187   9  oj  P 

MARKET 
BOSWORTH. 

148 

14£ 

6 

18 

0 

17 

13 

e 

1 

6 

8 

25  18 

2 

3  (i 

163    2   t  5) 

Area,  53,255  acres. 

1897 

178 

178 

28 

7 

6 

14 

11 

3 

16 

7 

- 

7  8 

6 

53  3 

10 

6  0 

160  12   C  » 

Pop.,  17,175. 

L898 

54 

54 

'  7 

10 

0 

25 

7 

6 

2 

3 

1 

7  4 

11 

42  5 

6 

15  8 

152    2   0  »} 

I  :-;<!<! 

121 

121 

11 

10 

8 

18 

19 

6 

5 

6 

3 

6  12 

9 

42  9 

2 

7  0 

163  15   0  » 

Total  for  4  years 

501 

501 

54 

6 

2 

76 

11 

9 

11 

12 

7 

21    6  2 

163  16  8 

6  6 

639  11   0  » 

"MARKET 
HARBOROUGH. 

5 

5 

0 

12 

6 

_ 

5  10 

6  3 

1 

24  7 

391    8   6  1 

Area,  71,293  acres. 

1897 

1 

1 

0 

2 

6 

6  2 

5 

6  4 

11 

124  11 

395    2    0  • 

1898 

1 

1 

0 

2 

6 

6  8 

2 

6  10 

8 

130  8 

386  11    (i  i 

Pop.,  19,187. 

1899 

8 

8 

1 

13 

6 

4  7 

6 

6  1 

0 

15  2 

391  19  0 

Total  for  4 

years 

15 

11 

2 

11 

0 

22    8  8 

24  19  8 

33  4 

1,565  1  o  :ii 

MELTON  MOWBRAY. 

54 

54 

7 

2 

6 

6 

2 

0 

1 

2 

0 

8  6 

11 

22  13 

8  5 

133    7   C  1  M 

Area,  99,545  acres. 

1897 

22 

22 

2 

18 

,6 

5 

17 

0 

0 

10 

0 

8  2 

4 

17  7 

10 

15  10 

134  15  0 

Pop.,  22,209. 

1 898 

28 

28 

3 

19 

6 

5 

16 

8 

1 

10 

0 

8  5 

0 

19  11 

2 

14  0 

133  15  9 

223 

223 

78 

18 

9 

5 

4 

11 

1 

0 

0 

9  0 

2 

94  3 

10 

8  5 

132    1   0  1! 

Total  for  4  years 

327 

327 

92 

19 

3 

23    0  7 

4 

2 

0 

33  14 

5 

153  16  3 

9  5 

533  18  9  :  « 

Total  for  the  County 

2,476 

83 

2,559 

353  19  10 

457 

7 

11 

38 

11 

10 

112 

3 

2 

287  4 

10 

1,249   7  7 

9  9 

8,515    1  1 

*MARKET  HARBOROUGH   UNION.—  There  was: 

169. 


BICESTER— continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


75  14 
66  3 
78  16 


43  9 
110  16 

61  17 
165    6  0 


9  0 


152  14 
156  18 


39  8  0 
21  15 


30  18 
30  13 
46  18  3 


31  15  1 

48  16 


805    3    6    181  14  11 


0  19  0 
2  12  0 


6,397  14    8  1,675  12  5 


0  5  0 
3  16  0 

1  15  6 


6  17 
6  13 


8  5  11 
7  17  1 


50  8 
161  10 

89  6  10 
192  15 


494    0  11 


98  19    410  8 


119  11    910  0 


200    6    Oil  1 


419  18  1020  10 


31  19    7  1,0?  I  17  8 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


294  15  0 

295  15  0 
303  17  0 


153  12  0 

149  12  0 
152  12 

156  12  0 


612    8  0 


394  6  10 
387  18  11 


7    41,577  9  7 


132  6  11 
130  13 


6  11-268  16  11 


1    0    0322  12 
I 


8,697    3    211    3  8,756  4  10 


LOUGHBOROUGH 


LUTTERWORTH. 


MARKET 
BOSWORTH 


MARKET 
H1RB0R0UGH. 


MELTON  MOWBRAY. 


y&  .nation  Officer  in  Office  for  the  years  1896-1 


a  o  2 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


The  "column  headed  "  Total 


COUNTY  01 

Remuneration  of  D.M.O.'s"  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  officers.  T 

Unions  the  information  was  t 


Area,  106,370  a 
Pop.,  38,330. 


Total  for  4  years 

BOURNE. 


Area,  92,266  acres. 
Pop.,  17,571. 

Total  for  4  yean 

CAISTOR 

Area,  121,084  acres. 
Pop.,  15,478. 

Total  for  4  years 

GAINSBOROUGH. 

Area,  111,441  acre: 
Pop.,  35,819 

Total  for  4  years 

GLANFORD  BRIGG. 

Area,  151,838  acres. 
Pop.,  44,700. 

Total  for  4  yearr, 

GRANTHAM. 

Area,  105,238  r 
Pop.,  33,030. 

Total  for  4  yenrs 


1896 
1897 


1897 
1898 
1899 


41  12 

43  8 


73  18  0 
75   0  0 


31  18 
17  18  6 


15  9 
18  11 


14   0  0 
14  18 
16  14  8 


5  18  0 
5  14 
25  12 


20  9  0 
19  11 


33  11 

24  10  o' 


123  16    6     40  10  9 


Other  Expenses. 


£    s.  d. 

5  15 

3  15  11 

6  13  8 
5  15 

22  0 


2  12 

3  10  10 


2  6  6 
1  19  31 


2  12 

3  11  0 


14  18  0 

13  r 


9  10  0 
9  10 
9  10  0 


2  11 
1  1 


16  10 
13  18 


7  10 
7  10 


15  8 
12  11 
12  10 


£  s.  d. 
98    2  11 


87  14  8 
63  16  8 


50  7    1  5  10 

33  0    2  3  11 

83  9  10 1  6  4 

62  5    0  5  9 

229  2    1  5  7 


57  15  0  ( 
55  17    3  ( 


68  0  11 
59  19  11 
65  4  11 
53  10  9 

246  16 


Where  tt 
Public 
Vaccinatoi 
also  D.M. 


607  18  10 
619  13  11 
614  16 


246  0 
232  6 
243  13 


249    8   0  1(1 
244  14  j~ 
264    9   9  s 


•297  15  6 


420  0 
,621  0 


331  7  6    11  ;:: 

330  12 

330  15  0 

330  5  0 


1,323  0  0, 


_ 
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LINCOLN. 


s  where  information  as  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the  LmvI.O.  has  been  given.    In  the  following 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


262  19  6 
276    0  0 


Other  Expenses. 


72  17 
68    7  10 
65  11 


27  0 
26  19  0 


31  18 
34  13  0 


3  0  5 
1  8  1 
0  18  6 


0  3  0 
0    4  0 


211  10  10 
118  11 


71    0  0 

107  0 

108  0 


1,013    0   0    404   0  0 


17    6  3 

22  11  3 

33  19  0 
37  10 


111    7  3 


1  8. 


18    0  11 
1  10 
15  10  11 

18    0  10 


8  10 

7  6 


66  14    6'  1,400  9 


6  5  9 
6  4 

6  10  5 

4  10  8 

23  11  6 


5  2  10 
4  10 


14    0  6 

12    9  5 

16  15  2 

9  16  4 

53    1  5 


127  10    9  ! 

142  14  10  ! 
178  13 

113    0  10  ! 

562    0    0  ! 


153  18 
132  14 
165    0    8  1 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


609  15 
594  19  9 
602  12 


234  0  0  5 
234  10    0  \ 


10   01,036  11  0 


330  10 
204    8  4 
217  11 

268    2  3 


10    2  294  13    6  I 


•  291  16 
284  15  11 


1,020  12    910    71,165  18   5  i 


373  0  0  7 

409  0  013 

331  0  0  10 

377  0  011 

)  1,490  0  010  3 


443  0  0 

432  0  0 

410  0 

405  0  Oj  1 

1,690  0  0  1 


176  2  010  6 
183  11 

329  12 
285  14 


330    2  6  2  10 

335  10  0 

337  10  0  3  6 

339    2  6  3 


8    3 1,342  5  0  3  2 


BOURNE. 


GAINSBOROUGH. 


GLANF0RD  BRIGG. 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  I 


COUNTY  OP 


1 

Four  Yeabs  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

Total  Fees. 

Where  the 
Public 

UNION. 

r  Year. 

^  Total  Number  of  Primary 
Vaccinations. 

w  Total  Number  of 
Re-Vaccinations. 

^  Total  Number  of  Operatk 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
and  Re- Vaccination. 

^  Average  Cost  of  Vaccinati  c 
•    and  Re- Vaccination  per  h< 

Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

Pi 
5. 

6. 

1 
7. 

1 

H 

8. 

9. 

g  Miscellaneous 
^  Expenses. 

So 

*s 
1 1 

13. 

•T  Averago  Cost  per  1 
•    Visit  of  D.M.O.  1 

GRIMSBY- 

Area  47,287  acres. 
Pop.  81,150. 

Total  for  4 years. 

HOLBEACH. 

1896 
1897 
[89£ 
1895 

617 
601 

469 
259 

4 
26 
17 
40 

621 
627 
486 
299 

£    8.  d. 

57    9  0 
56    0  0 
46    0  0 
26    0  0 

£    s.  d. 
42   0  0 

50  0  0 

51  0  0 
44    0  0 

£    s.  d. 
2    0  0 
1    0  0 

1  0  0 

2  0  0 

- 
1 

£    s.  d. 
31    0  0 
11    0  0 
21    0  0 
21    0  0 

£    s.  d. 
34    0  0 

32  0  0 

33  0  0 

34  0  0 

£    s.  d. 
166    9  0 
150    0  0 
152    0  0 
127    0  0 

s.  d. 

5  4 
4  9 

6  3 
8  6 

£     s.  d.  s.  d 
138    0    0  2  ( 
156    0    0  2 
153    0    0  1 
169    0    0  2  ( 

1,946 

87 

2,033 

185    9  0 

187    0  0 

6    0  0 

- 

84    0  0 

133    0  0 

595    9  0 

5  10 

616    0  0 

1  1 

Area  82,426  acres. 
Pop.  17,608. 

),!".. 

Total  for  4  years. 

HORNCASTLE. 

1896 
IS!)7 
1898 
189! 

127 
113 

85 
375 

_ 

127 
113 

85 
375 

15  13  6 
13    0  0 
8    5  0 
93    0  3 

7  16  0 
4    2  0 
4    1  1 

32  16  6 

- 

7  10  0 
7  10  0 
7  10  0 
13    2  6 

12    0  3 
8    5  3 

10  2  1 

11  7  9 

42  19  9 
32  17  3 
29  18  2 
150    7  0 

6  9 
5  10 

7  0 

8  0 

297  15  0 
293    5  0 
300    4  6 
290  14  0 

1 
1 
1 

700 

700 

129  18  9 

48  15  7 

- 

35  12  6 

41  15  4 

256    2  2 

7  4 

1181  18  6 

1 

Area  117,530  acres. 
;      Pop.  18,494. 

Total  for  4  years. 

LINCOLN. 

1891 
1897 
L89£ 
1899 

278 
214 
284 
268 

278 
214 
284 
268 

36  12  0 
26  14  0 
35    8  0 
48  15  6 

16    1  0 
14  17  0 
18    0  0 
18    0  0 

0  14  3 

0  15  0 

1  0  11 
1  13  0 

- 
- 

13    0  0 
12  10  0 
15  10  0 
22  10  0 

6  14  8 

7  6  2 
5  14  10 

8  0  10 

73    1  11 

62    2  2 
75  13  9 
98  19  4 

5  3 
5  10 
5  4 
7  5 

371    7  0 
363    0  0 
368  11  0 
365    3  0 

3 
3 

1,044 

1,044 

147    9  6 

66  18  0 

4    3  2 

- 

63  10  0 

27  16  6 

309  17  2 

5  lljl468    1  0 

3  i 

Area  159,761  acres. 
Pop.  74,668. 

Total  for  4  years. 

LOUTH. 

1890 
1897 
1898 
1899 

712 

628 
642 
431 

1 

712 
628 
643 
431 

73    0  0 
66    0  0 
75    0  0 
81    0  0 

28    0  0 
38    0  0 
36    0  0 
38    0  0 

6  0  0 

7  0  0 
7    0  0 
5    0  0 

- 

19    0  0 
15    0  0 
22   0  0 
25    0  0 

36    0  0 
36    0  0 
30   0  0 
26    0  0 

162    0  0 
162    0  0 
170    0  0 
175    0  0 

4  7 

5  2 
5  3 
8  1 

388    0  0 
381    0  0 
372    0  0 
377    0  0 

1  LI 
1  1 
1  f 
1  i 

2,413 

1 

2,414 

295    0  0 

140    0  0 

25    0  0 

_ 

81    0  0 

128    0  0 

669    0    oj  5  7 

1518    0  0 

1  ! 

Area  159,249  acres. 
Pop.  28,958. 

Total  for  4  years 
SLEAFORD. 

1896 
1 897 
L89S 
1899 

411 

442 
472 
350 

411 

442 
472 
350 

70  13  6 
73  19  6 
81    3  0 
63    5  0 

59    0  0 

58  14  0 

59  14  0 
57    2  4 

2    9  11 
2  15  9 
2  11  0 
2  13  10 

<- 

21  18  0 
21  14  0 
21  14  0 
21  14  0 

10    3  5 
9  13  1 
9  19  5 
9  16  10 

164    4  10 
166  16  4 
175    1  5 
154  12  0 

8  0 
7  7 

7  5 

8  10 

531  19  6 
535    4  0 
512  17  6 
517  14  0 

2  li 
2  1( 

2  ! 
2  ! 

1.6751  - 

1 

1..675    289    1  0 

234  10  4 

10  10  6 

87    0  0 

39  12  9 

660  14  7 

7  11 

2097  15  0 

2  < 

Area  137,80y  acres. 
Pop.  23,726. 

Total  for  4  years. 

189G 
1897 
1898 
1899 

399  - 
349  - 
269  - 
309  - 

399 
349 
269 
309 

30  12  0 
26  15  0 
20    5  0 

31  12  0 

49  19  10 
49  19  10 
49  19  10 
49  19  10 

2  14  10  10    0    lj     93    6  9 

2  14  10  11  16  10      91    6  6 

3  0    l'  15  16    9      89    1  8 
3    0    l|  12    9    l|     97    1  0 

4  .8 

5  3 

6  7 
6  3 

61  12  6 

248    4  0 
253    1  0 
253    3  0 

2  4 
2  i 
2  c 

1,326      -  1,326 

109    4  0 

199  19  4 

11    9  10  50    2    9    370  15  11  5  7 

1000    0  6 

2  4 

\ 


APPENDIX. 


LINCOLN— continued 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  ] 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


1,448 
1,013 
1,424 
1,583 


545  0  0 

360  0  0 

557  0  0 

513  0  0 


190    0  0 
170  0 
181  0 


6  0  0 
9  0  0 
6    0  0 


35  0 

36  0  0 

37  0  0 
35  0  0 


£    s.  d.s 
788  0 
572  0 
784    0    0  1 
795  0 


148  0  0 
139  0 


5,468 


1,975    0  0 


6    0    0 143    0    0  2 


0  0 


10    9  408    0  0 


102  15  0 

121  17 

115  10  0 

169  0 


7  14  10 
5  12 


165  15 
220  10 


!  294  15  0 
293  16  0 


2  6 


191  8 
143  11 


1  0  10 
0  19 


7    5  10 
7  16 
5  15  0 
7  16  9 

28  13  7 


184  13    8  10    3  : 


2  0 
359    0  0 


4  0 
4  2 


438  0  0 
372  0  0 
463    0  0 


81  0 
76  0 


8  0 

8  0 

8  0  0 

8  0  0 


8  0  0 
1    0  0 


31  0  0 
28    0  0 


484    0   Oil  4 


527    0    010  9 


402  0 
405    0  0 


32    0  0 


2,157    0    0  10    31,566  0    0  : 


207  14 
194  11 
250    2  10 


78  17 
80  13 


1  15 

2  15 
2  16 


4  2  5 
2  12  6 


9  3  10 
8  12  2 

8    7  5 


301    0  11  1 

288  19  013 
344  12 


1,873      172  2,045 


212  12 
152  19 
197  11 
215  15 


62  13  3 

46    0  3 

58  19  0 

64  11  6 


10  15 
10  12 

5  11 
10  18  11 


286  1  0 10 
209  12  8  10 
266  15  11  8 
291    5  11  9 


232    4  0 


42  13  0 


1,053  15    6,  9    51,022  15  6  '. 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  or 


SPALDING. 

Area,  82,003  acres. 
Pop.,  21,778 

lotal  for  4  years 


Area,  129,655  acres. 
Pop.,  25,117. 

Total  for  4  years 

STAMFORD. 

Area,  55,690  acres. 
Pop.,  16,521. 


Total  for  the  County 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


435    115    3  0 


1,459    236    2  0 


19  13  0 
43  17  0 


35  14  1 
38  17  6 
G2    5  4 


8  17  0 
6  17  0 


1,688    9  10126 


1  4 

0  16  6 

1  9 

1  1  6 


4  11 


0  15 
0    7  11 


4  0 
4  0 


11  12    6514    7    4  797  17  10 


£  s.  d. 
7    7  1 


7  15  6 
7  3 


50    8  1010  9 


52  7 
43  14  0 
68  17  5 


84  16 
87    9  0 


43  11  2 
43  5  11 
37  17  8 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


427  5 
419  18 


5  1  231  16 

5  5  330  10 
8  9  324  14 

6  31.123  0  0 


i  IN  C  O  L  N — continued. 
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APPENDIX. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


•  d.  SPALDING. 


1  2  6  7  9  0 
12    6    7  11 

7  12  10 


203    0    2  7 
153    1    8  8  10 
149    9  10  5 


396    2    6j  2  0 
392    0    0i  ! 
385    5    0  1  10 


657  19    8  7  41 


,567  7    6  2  0 


96  12 
94  10  10 


6  0  0 
6    0  0 


0  0 
0  0 


416  16  1019  0 

357  12  218  10 

569    1  0 12 

636    1  4 14 


332  17 
337  10 


3  7 
3  9 
3  6 


68  16  6 
79  15  0 

144  18 

113  11 

407    1  6 


25  8  3 
36  14  0 
35  16  0 


5  3  11 
5  15  1 


101  8  5  9  10 
122    0  310 

5  6  9 

1  8  10 


205  0  0  f 
205  0  0  ! 
148  0 


,729    0    010  0 


1  36.14313,178  13  10  4 


2126    3    2  24  15    3  10  10    0,771    6    018,159   1    510    1  1 


H  H 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 

t.  p ,     u  ,  ,  COUNTY  OF 

I  lie  Column  headed  "  Total  Remuneration  of  District  Medical  Officers  "  does  not  in  all  cases  show  the  total  remuneration.    The  remuneration  of  a 

Data  given  in  respect  of 

some  years  only  —  In  respect  of  some  districts  only 

St.  George-in-the-East.  Cambeewell. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


Other  Expenses. 


Public 
Vaccinator  u 
also  D.M.O. 


BETHNAL GREEN. 

1896 

Area  759  acres.  1 1897 

Pop.  129,680.  1898j  417 


Total  for  4  years 


CAMBE  RWELL. 

Area  4,480  acres. 
Pop.  259,339. 

Total  for  4  years 


Area  659  acres. 
Pop.  73,842. 

Total  for  4  years 


Present  ]  Area  1,703 
Poor  Law  I  acres. 
Area  of  f 

Fulham  I  Pop.  137,289 


Total  for  4  years 


ST.  GEORGE-IN-THE- 
EAST. 


Area  244  acre 
Pop.  49,068. 


Total  for  4  years 


ST.  GEORGE'S. 

Area  1,887  acres. 
Pop.  128,256. 


;is<m 

1 1897 
isos 


12,125 


*  CHELSEA   UNION.— A  form 


34  18  3 
21  16  9 


10  15 
10  18  0 


90  18 
81  17 
86  10 
120  15 


161    7  11 

235  9  10(11  3 
397  18    3 15  3 


The  Public 
Vaccinators  i 

not  Distric 
Medical  Offict' 


2,139 
1,736 


162  12 
129  13 


1,609    387    8  0 


12,208 


78    8  0 

73  16  6 

68  13  0 

48  17  0 


269  14  6 


394  10  0 

396  5 
402  0 


86  0 

77    0  0 

76  15  0 

99  18  0 


i  13  0 


65  10  0 

63  10  0 

67  3  0 

175  4  6 


3,438    371    7  6 


202  0  0 
194  0 


49  0  0 
56  0  0 
64  0 


847    0    0220    0  0 


102  10 

105    0  0 

102  10  0 

73  13  0 


!  13  0 


127  12  8 

160  17  3 

174  16  4 

144    7  4 


607  13  7 


5  0  9 
8  5  10 
8  16  11 
4  10 


26  13  11 


21    0  6 

19    1  1 

18    5  6 

16  12  5 


74  19  6 


j  15  0 

(  22  0  0 

25  0  0 

19  0  0 


118  0  0  569  12 

127  0  0  529  13 

136  0  0  535  4 

117  0  0  815  8 


I  81    0  0 


498    0    0  2,449  17  6 


20  0 

20  0 

23  0 

10   2  1 128  0  0 


6  10  191    0  0 


85    0  0  49  13  11 

85    0  0!  45  17  10 

85    0  01  53  8 

148  15  0  44  14 


| 

403  15    0193  14  2 


315  11  11 
309  14  4 


315  19    H  9  1 


1,250  16    8  6  11 


52  10  0 
62  10 
65    0  0 


93  16  3  713  12  111  4 

95  11  8  734  13    7  4 

39    7  4  688  16   0  4 

69    7  9  987    1  11  7 


I 

3    0  3,124    4    5,  I 


5  17  0 

5  16  0 

5  16  0 
5  16 


23    5  0 


55  0  0 

60  0  0 

60  0  0 

45  0  0 


220    0  0 


18    1    2  187    1  7 

22  17    2  195  16 

12    2  10  185  1 

17  10    0  204  10 


70  11    2    772    9  11 


67    4  10  336 

39  10    3  342  18  7 

45    8    7  365  13  5 

48  10    l]  429  14  4 


200  13  9 


1,474  14  4 


158  4 
158  11 
161  0 
157    1  6 


634  16  6 


rict  (Kensal  Town)  v 


l  1901  severed;  no  records  as  to  D.M.O.  Visits  had  been  kept 


LONDON. 

Ustriet  Medical  Officer  is  entered  only  n 
In  respect  of  some  districts 
and  years  only — 
Poplak,  Wandsworth  &  Clapham 
(only  one  district  omitted). 


APPENDIX. 

those  cases  where  data  as  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the  <  Hiker  have  been  supplied  in  the  Retui 
Data  not  given — 
Chelsea 
(one  of  the  two  Public  Vaccinators 
is  a  District  Medical  Ofiicer). 
FULHAM,  1896-0  (late  Fulham  Union). 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


14,141 
2,112 


2,275 
2,301 
3,175 


91;  1,141 
9(  1,064 
»  2,082 


I9(  1,017 

I9(  1,007 

19(1  2,001 

19(  1,310 


558  16  0 
597  16  0 

1,782  3 

1,417  16 


16,582  4,356  12  0 


2.042 
2,862 
19,250 


2,231 
2,303 
11,228 
4,085 


19,847 


981  0  0 

1,025  0  0 

3,602  0  0 

1,529  0  0 


7,137    0  0 


137    4    5>  37  10  0 


189  16    7  45  0 

232    2    61  45  0 


20  17  2 
7  16  9 


701  10  11,172  10    0  43    1  6 


264  0  0 
268  0 


508  19  6  133  9 

433  8  o'  134  17 

411  16  6j  132  12 

848  7  6  134  3 


2,202  11    6    535    2  4 


102  0  0 
144  0 


£  s.  d. 

827  13  0 

892  4 

2,121  10 

1,799  12 


5,641    0  2 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


The  Public 
I  11  Vaccinators  are 
not  District 
L  Medical  Officers. 


1,368  i 

1,395  0  0 

4,105  < 

2,095  0  0 


)  8,963    0  0 


43  0  7 
35  11  7 


862  13 

727  11 
1,990    8  0 
1,104 


:  15  9 


1,143!  335  12  0 
1,229  410  12  6 
5,603  597 
2,833  1,039 


4,987  10,808  2,382  18  0 


10,653|  12,654 
911  2,221 


456  12 
407  9 
2,488  11 


198  17 

182  8 


163  17  2 
180  12  11 


5,335  11,610  16,945  4,017  19    9  1,194  10  0 


1    0    3    4  19  0 


2   2    4    5  16  0 


15  13    4    7  18 


19  17  10 
11    0    4.  10  16  0 


!  13    0,  18  14  0 


36  9  9 
33  7  3 
30  12  0 
10    9  11 


110  18  11 


685    9  9 
603  16  7 
577  17  11 
1,031  16  9 


1  0 


1,103  19  6 

946  9  5 
2,235 

1,346  15  3 


5,632  12  5 


537  16  10 
615  15 
886  14 
1,362  17  10 


157  14    Oi  3,403    4  3 


10  4105  0 

9  91201  0 

4  3  205  0  0 

7  4240  ' 


5  11751    0  0 


12  1 
11  2 

2  2 


BETHNAL  GREEN; 


CAMBERWELL. 


8    3  259    0  0 


5    8975  11  8 


10  15  0  33 
24    0    0  45 


34  15    0144    5  11  5,391  10  8 


ST.  GE0RGE-IN-THE- 
'  EAST. 


6    4  375    0  0 


724  18  0 
2,836  12  4 
1,056    0  1 


14  10155  12  6  2  0 

5  0  2  0 

i  160    7  0  2  1 

4  0  2  0 


6    4  625    8    6,  2  0 


ST.  GEORGE'S. 


'  AND  HA  MM  llHSMi  ril.  The  Inures  tor  the  years  1896-1899  shown  in  each  of  these  cases  are  those  for  the  whole  of  the  late  Fulhan: 
Union,  which  was  dissolved  on  the  25th  March,  1899,  and  the  constituent  parishes  -Kullnm  and  Hammersmith— formed  into  separate 
Poor  Law  areas.    The  total,  however,  has  been  included  only  once  in  the  total  for  the  County. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OP 


Four  Yeabs  ended  Lady-Day, 


St.  GILES  and  St. 
GEORGE 

(Bloomsbury). 

Area,  232  acres. 
Pop.  31,436. 

Total  for  4  years. 

GREENWICH. 

Area,  3,424  acres. 
Pop.,  185,034. 

Total  for  4  years. 

HACKNEY. 

Area,  4,152  acres. 
Pop.,  270,519 

Total  for  4  years. 

*  HAMMERSMITH . 

Area,  2,286  acres. 
Pop.,  112,239. 


HAMPSTEAB, 

St.  JOHN. 

Area,  2,265  acres. 
Pop..  81,942. 

Total  for  4  years. 

H0LB0RN. 

Area,  762  acres. 
Pop.,  129,432 


1,504 
1,358 
1,141 
1,161 

5,164 


1,678 
1,409 
1,174 
1,200 

5,461 


3,133 
3,152 
3,166 
2,674 

12,125 


3,179 
3,204 


93  0  2 
294  17  0 


I  11  0 
i  6  0 
!  13  0 


183  12  0 
175  11 
180    4  6 
164  3 

703  11  9 


88  1  6 
78  4 


3  7  3 

3  8  5 

3  1  5 

2  1 

11  18  9 


292  19    0      95    2  1 


394  10  0 
396  5 
402  0 


5  0  9 
8  5  10 
8  16  11 
4  10  5 

26  13  11 


5  1.141 
3  1,041 


24  10 

24  9 


85  9  0 
78    0  0 


58  8 
62  17  0 


110  0  0 
110    0  0 


4  10  10 
4  15  0 
3  13  9 


6  5  0 
6  19  3 


25    0  0 
25  0 
18  15  0| 


42    8  0  65  17 

42    8  O!  78  10 

42    8  0  72    4  11 

42    8  0 103 

169  12  0319  19  8 


40  0 

40  0 

40  0 

30  0 


0167  17  9 
0146  15  11 
0174  1 
0123 


150    0    0  612  13  3 


93  16  3 
62  10    0  95  11 
65    0    0  39  7 
65    0    0  69  7 

245    0   0298  3 


!     Where  the 

.1 » 

1  Public 

1  .^Vaccinator 

.1  ^ 

|    also  D.M.0 

J  a 

II 

cb  I 

8 1 

Cost 
e-Va< 

li 

15 

g  w 

<i  § 

Tol 
tioi 

n. 

12. 

13.     '  1 

8.  d. 


S.  d. 


81  15  9  8  0;150  0  0  W 

74  16  5  10  1  150  0  0116$' 

70  17  11  11  6150  0  01SV 

92   2  9,  13  51150  0  022* 

319  12  10  10  5  600  0  0u\ 


413  11  9|  4  11  120  0 

418  18  9  5  11  120  0 

387  17  7  6    7  120  0. 

604  16  4  10    1  120  0 


1,825   4   5  6 


313  16 
541  10 


8  3199  10 

8  3  192  12 

11  11 193  2 

10  9131  12  i 


1,536    5  10    9    8  7 


713  12  11 
734  13  7 
688  16  0 
987    1  11 


,124    4  5 


21    0  0 

20  15  0 

0  25    0  0 

0  22  10  0 

o!  89    5  0 


105  0 
0  0 


22  11* 
21  16  10 

23  17 

27    9  10 

95  15  0 


76    2  2 

8.3  10  9 

74  5  11 
82  14 


126  18 
142  12  10 

127  10 


16  11 

17  0 


383  10  0 
362  12  8 
277  14  8 


420    0    0  316  13    7  1 


See  foot  note 


on  page  231. 
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LONDON" — con  fi  rived. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


1,759 
1,747 
3,109 

2,520 


9,135 


2,999 
2,543 
7,233 
4,951 

17,726 


1,761 
2,526 
1,871 


[)0|  1,18' 

01  1,541 

02  4,449 


11,992 
2,297 


196  116  6  0 
5,941  1,583  12  0 
549    195  17  0 


67  1  8 

60  0  5 

119  8  11 

62  13  4 


4  4 


1,771 
1,758 
10,195 
3,602 


742  0  8 

728  15  8 

2,184 

1,173  0  0 


17,326 


3,031 

2,570 
19,225 
7,248 

32,074 


1,632 
1,783 
10,031 
2,442 

15,888 


:,828    3  10 


4,324  18 
1,914  3 


473  15  0 

560  15  6 

953    3  0 

1,715    0  6 

3,702  14  0 


208  10 

235  6 


8,485  2,084    6  10 


233  18  6 
260  13  0 
295  15  9 


277  16  3 

248    4  6 

469  12  0 

295  11  3 

1,291    4  0 


95  18 
141  12 


144  12 
148  15 
167  16  0 


1,222 
1,550 


454  10  0  81 

526  9  6  163 

1,721  0  6  289  1 

2,067  11  0  272 

}  4,769  11  o|  806  12  0 


21  9  0 
9  13  0 
3  13  0 


4    4  0 

4    1  2 

3    8  0 

3  11  0 

15    4  2 


8  18  0 
5    3  0 


1  14  6 
4  17  6 


61 


10  14    3  251 

1  9  3  189  17  8 
39  12    7  1,822  13  2 


64  16    712,593    9  5 


81  17  11 

66  18  7 
78  13  3 


0  1,090    9  11 

1,066 

2,521  12  1 
1,551 


21    4    0  306  10  9 


6,229    5  1 


141    6  11  1,467  11  10 

119    5  0  1,313 

135  18  11  4,947 

115    3  0  2,389  10  11 

511  13  1010,117  5  1 


628  9  11 

779  1  11 

1,250 

2,115  16  11 


6  5 
167    2  6 


379  10    0  4,773  1 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


£  s.  d. 

150  0    0 13 

150  0    024  0 

50  0  0 

50  0  0 


7    6  400    0    010  1 


2    4120  0 

2    2 120  0 

4  11  120  0 

8    7  120  0  0 


7    2480    0  0 


87  10 
02  10    0  3 

83  10 

84  0  0 

4  357  10    0  2  10 


7  8230 

8  9  322 
2  6  301  10  0 

17  4  322  10 

6  01,176  8  3 


0  57  12  0 
0  79  18  6 

0182  15    8  2 


407  11  0 

857  8  8 
1,299    5  8 


20  4 
18  4 
5  10 


78  8 
152  18 


769  17 
2,163  12  9 
3    4  11 


St.  GILES  and  St. 
GEORGE 
(Bloomsbury). 


GREENWICH. 


HACKNEY. 


HAMMERSMITH. 


HAMPSTEAD, 

St.  JOHN: 


2M 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  I 


COUNTY  OP 


UNION. 

Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

:  h-  Year. 

^  Total  Number  of  Primary 
'  Vaccinations. 

w  Total  Number  of 
•  Re-Vaccinations. 

*.  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

M  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f  and  Re-Vaccination. 

M  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
!°  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.0. 

> 
Cm 

5. 

> 
6. 

Postage. 
00  Legal  Proceedings. 

9. 

J  1 
1  * 
10. 

|« 
13. 

>d 

H 

<> 

ISLINGTON. 

Area  3,092  acres. 
Pop.  334,991. 

Total  for  4  years 

KENSINGTON. 

Area  2,291  acres. 
Pop.  176,628. 

Total  for  4  years 
LAMBETH. 

Area  4,080  acres. 
Pop.  301,895. 

Total  for  4  years 

LEWISHAM. 

Area  10,774  acres. 
Pop.  134,721. 

Total  for  4  years 

CITY  OF  LONDON. 

Area  673  acres. 
Pop.  26,923. 

Total  for  4  years 

ST.  MARYLEB0NE. 

Area  1,473  acres. 
Pop.  133,301. 

Total  for  4  years 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
is'js 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1807 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

3,298 
3,476 
3,522 
2,379 

40 
29 
34 
20 

3,338 
3,505 
3,556 
2,399 

£   s.  d 
249    7  0 
262    3  0 
265  17  0 
179    8  6 

£    s  .d 
258    6  3 
268    5  4 
280    8  6 
258  12  9 

£    s.  d 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.    d.  £    s.  d 
140  14    8187  15  4 
140  14    8246  10  6 
140  14    8235  10  3 
140  14    8'l70  14  0 

£    s.  d. 
836    3  3 
917  13  6 
922  10  5 
749    9  11 

s.  d 
5  0 

5  3 

6  3 

£    s.  d. 
637  10  6 
628    3  6 
620  12  6 
631  15  6 

12,675 

123!  12,798    956  15  6 

1,065  12  10 

562  18    8840  10  1 

3,425  17  1 

5  4 

2,518   4  0 

1,388 
1,377 
1,384 
1,135 

69 
38 

54 

1,457 
1,415 

1,189 

162    0  0 
156    0  0 

135    0  0 

144    0  0 
152    0  0 
157    0  0 
120    0  0 

13    0  0 
7    0  0 

16    0  0 

2    0  0 
2    0  0 

90    0  0 
90    0  0 
125    0  0 
125    0  0 

134    0  0 
125   0  0 
125    0  0 
188    0  0 

545    0  0 
530    0  0 
583    0  0 
5.86    0  0 

7  6 
7  6 

9  10 

132    0  0 
126    0  0 
294    0  0 
351    0  0 

3 
4 
4 

5,284 

193 

5,477 

610    0  0 

573    0  0 

50    0  0 

9    0  0 

430    0  0 

572    0  0 

2,244    0  0 

8  2 

903    0  0 

2,818 
2,614 

3,208 

33 
57 

26 

2,851 
2,671 

3,234 

206    2  0 
199  12  6 

157  11  6 

236  2  6 

237  12  0 
247  18  11 
241  16  4 

40    2  8 
45  15  4 

38    1  0 

0    8  0 

105    0  0 
105  18  8 
110    0  0 
110    0  0 

177  15  5 
170    0  9 
185  19  6 
168    5  1 

765    2  7 
758  19  3 
796  16  7 
716    1  11 

5  4 
5  8 

4  5 

190    0  0 
190  10  0 
190    0  0 
193    0  0 

4 

3 

4  I 

11,322 

144 

11,466 

766    9  0 

963    9  9 

173  14  2 

0    8  0 

430  18    8  702    0    9  3,037    0  4 

5  4 

763  10  0 

660 
577 

513 

19 
11 

19 
21 

679 
588 
484 
534 

67  13  2 
57    8  8 
47  14  0 
126  12  4 

105  15  0 
83    7  0 
81  19  0 

68    8  9 

15  17  5 
20    9  7 

20    3  0 

36  19  0 
42  18  0 
42  18  0 

32    3  6 

49    3  8 
52  19  11 
58  15  6 
64    6  0 

275    8  3 
257    3  2 
256    4  3 
311  13  7 

8  1 
8  9 

10  7 

11  8 

786  15  0 
652    8  0 

787  3  0 
816  10  0 

1 
0 

I  1 

1  !  i 

2,215 

70 

2,285 

299    8  2 

339    9  9 

81    7  9 

154  18  6 

225    5  1 

1,100    9  3 

3,042  16  0 

195 
190 
161 

204 

163 
231 
474 

285 

358 
421 
635 
489 

22  16  0 
25  16  0 
36  19  0 
57  13  0 

33  15  0 
30    1  6 
27  15  0 

37    5  0 

3    4  0 
3    3  3 

2  18  6 

3  8  7 

8    2  6 
7  10  0 
6  15  9 
6  10  7 

67  17  6 
66  10  9 
74    8  3 
104  17  2 

3  10 

3  2 
2  4 

4  3 

330    0  0 
330   0  0 
330   0  0 
330   0  0 

2 

2  1 
2  i 
2, 

750 

1,153 

1,903 

143    4  0 

128  16  6 

12  14  4 

28  18  10    313  13  8 

3    41,320  0  0 

J 
— 1 

2,323 
2,126 
1,853 
1,746 

110 

55 
18 
150 

2,433 
2,181 
1,871 
1,896 

310    0  6 
196  12  10 
175  13  8 
192    4  0 

219  18  0 
205  19  11 
160    7  0 
188  10  7 

34  11  11 
30  18  11 

29    0  2 
20  18  9 

69    0  0 
69    0  0 
67    0  0 
53  14  11 

156    4  0 
89  12  2 

107    8  8 
98    8  9 

789  14  5 
592    3  10 
539    9  6 
533  17  0 

6  6 
5  5 
5  9 
5  10 

100   0  0 
100   0  0 
100   0  0 
100   0  0 

0 
0 

1  j 

0  1  . 

8,048 

333 

8,381 

874  11  0 

774  15  6 

115    9  9 

258  14  11 

151  13  7 

2,475    4  9 

5  11 

400   0  0 
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iOND  ON — continued. 


Foue  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 

UNION. 

^  Total  Number  of  Primary 
"  Vaccinations. 

w  Total  Number  of 
•    Re- Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

^  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
F*  and  Re-Vaccination. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
J0  and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 
Cm 
5. 

I 

O  | 
6.        |  7. 

9°  Legal  Proceedings. 

P  Rent. 

1—  Miscellaneous 
•  Expenses. 

Total  Remunera- 
?°  tion  of  D.M.O's. 

^  Average  Cost  per 
^  Visit  of  D.M.O. 

3,795 

7,208 
6,603 

• 

63  3,858 
39  3,793 
3,190  10,398 
11,962|  18,565 

£     s.  d. 
1,282  18  0 
1,261    3  0 
2,781    3  0 
3,972    3  6 

£     s.  d. 
380    0  0 
360  14  9 
529  14  0 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 
8    4  0 
20    7  0 

£    s.  d. 
68    0  0 

30    0  0 
30    0  0 

£     s.  d. 
141    5  6 

127  11  3 

156    2  8 

£     s.  d 
1,872    3  6 
1,813  12  3 
3,468    8  3 
4,622    6  11 

s.  d 
9  8 
9  6 
6  8 
5  0 

e  s.  d 

1,306  7  0 
1,332  6  6 
1,291  9  6 
1,324 15  0 

„d. 

1  7 
1  11 
1  7 
1  11 

ISLINGTON 
KENSINGTON. 
LAMBETH. 
LEWISHAM- 
CITY  OF  LONDON- 
St-  MARYLEB0NE 

21,360 

15,254' 36,614 

9,297    7  6 

1,714    2  6 

28  11  0 

175  14  8 

560  15  3 

11,776  10  11 

6  5 

5,254  18  0 

1  9 

1,988 

2,383 
2,216 

56 
57 
2,988 
8,205 

2,044 
1,895 
5,371 
10,421 

1,175    0  0 
1,012    0  0 
2,167    0  0 
3,542    0  0 

563    0  0 

435    0  0 
307    0  0 

6    0  0 
4    0  0 

2    0  0 

12    0  0 
4    0  0 

229    0  0 

256    0  0 
421    0  0 

1,985    0  0 
1,658    0  C 
2,858    0  0 
4,276    0  0 

19  5 

10  8 

8  2 

335    0  0 
314    0  0 
326    0  0 
306    0  0 

7  1 
6  4 

6  11 

7  5 

8,425 

1 

11,306^  19,731 

7,896    0  0 

1,750    0  0 

12    0  0 

21    0  0 

1,098  0  0 

10,777  0  0 

10  11 

1,281  0  0 

6  11 

4,198 
6,531 

51 

82 
20,865 
2,574 

4,249 
4,417 
27,396 
7,778 

1,808  16  0 
1,702  14  2 
2,364  18  6 
4,677    2  8 

575  18  0 
407  18  0 
432    1  9 
466    5  3 

- 

13  0 

2  0 

31    5  0 
- 

194  11  4 
216  18  10 

2,611    3  4 
2  273    5  5 
3,014    1  1 
5  389  13  4 

12  3 
10  4 

13  10 

190  10  0 
110    0  0 

3  7 

120,268 

23,572  43,84010,553  11  4 

1,882    3  0 

15  0 

31    5  0 

820    8  10 

13,288  3  2 

6  1 

300  10  0 

4  9 

994 
973 
2,326 
1,858 

17 
24 
8,660 
863 

1,011 

997 
10,986 
2,721 

380    4  4 
377    5  5 
2,427  10  0 
814    6  10 

116  16  6 
130  11  3 
163    4  0 
188  14  6 

19  15  7 
19    0  9 
29    2  5 
24  17  7 

14  17  3 

25    3  4 

16  18  0 

86  17  0 

70    9  3 
154    2  3 

603  13  5 
590  12  6 
2,705    2  11 
1,224    2  6 

11  11 
11  10 
4  11 

9  0 

815  14  1 

789  10  0 
782    0  10 
830    9  0 

1  2 
1  2 
1  1 
11 

6,151 

9,564 

15,715 

3,999    6  7 

599    6  3 

92  16  4 

40    0  7 

16  18  0 

375    3  7 

5,123  11  4 

3,217  13  11 

1  1 

•299 
244 
754 

258 

267,  566 
294  538 
23,909  21,663 
4,896  5,154 

137  16  0 
122  17  6 
3,437    0  0 
727  11  6 

54  14    0     1  10  5 
56  13    0     1    8  2 
98  10    6     1  11  10 
96    1    6     1  10  10 

117  12  0 

6    3  10 
5  19  7 
5  11  2 
4  17  3 

200    4  3 
186  18  3 
3,542  13  6 
947  13  1 

7    1  330    0  0 
6  11  330    0  0 

2  10;  330    0  0 

3  8  330    0  0 

2  11 

3  4 
3  5 
3  3 

1,555 

29,366130,921  4,425    5  0 

305  19    0    6    1  3 

117  12  0 

22  11  10 

4,877    9  1 

3    21,320  0  0 

3  2 

2,078       87  2,165 
2,141      150  2,291 
3,495(  14,219  17,714 
2,473!  1,873  4,346 

833  13  6 
1,011  11  6 
2,304  15  6 
4,284  12  8 

312  15  8 
365    1  9 
372  15  11 
407  18  0 

16    6  9 
19  14  4 
21    6  11 
27  16  10 

10  10  0 
37  16  0 

97  17  8 
75  10  7 
227    5  0 
193  16  8 

1,260  13    7  11  8 
1,471  18    212  10 
2,936  13    4  3  4 
4,952    0    222  9 

101    0  0 
100    0  0 
100    0  0 
100    0  0 

1," 

10,187  16,329  26,516 

8,434  13  2 

1,458  11  4 

85    4  10 

48    6  0 

594    9  11 

10,621  5    3  8  0 

401    0  0 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


county  om 


MILE  EMD  OLD 
TOWN. 

Area  678  acres. 
Pop.  112,827. 

Total  for  4  years 

ST.  OLAVE'S. 

Area  1500  acres. 
Pop.  130,760. 

Total  for  4  years 
PADDINGTON. 

Area  1,356  acres. 
Pop.  143,976. 

Total  for  4  years 

ST.  PANCRAS. 

Area  2,694  acres. 
Pop.  235,317. 

Total  for  4  years 

*P0PLAR. 

Area  2,328  acres. 
Pop.  168,822. 

Total  for  4  years 
SHOREDITCH. 

Area  658  acres. 
Pop.  118,637. 

Total  for  4  years 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


Other  Expenses 


64  15 
50  18 
58    0  6 
37  16 


211  10  6 


2,184 
2,083 
1,667 


2,523 
2,373 
2,347 
1,781 


9,024 


106  18 
143  19 
114  19  2 


43  14  6 
45  17  4. 


$  8. 
Ik 


168  12 

156  9  6 

154  18 

69  12 


i  12  8 
i    1  10 


549  12    8  129 


129  12  0 
126  12  0 
124  16  10 


188  14  0 
250    9  2 


300  0  0 
307  17 

301  17 


1,195    0   4133  14  7 


23  0  8 
20  16  0 
20  12 


161    5    0  348  10  5 


180   0    0  323    9  2 


93  13  10 
89    5  11 


257  13    4|  9    9   560  0  0 
11    560  0  0 


560  0  0 
560  0 


414  14  11 
405  14  0 
381  19  9 


242  19  0 
273  10 
255  12 


7    41,028  7  0 


40  0  0  84  1 

40  0  0  81  12 

40  0  0  79  2 

30  0  0  80  17  3 


0  13    0150    0    0  32.-,  12  in 


360  18    1|  6 

360  5    91  6 

391  2  lo!  6 

352  14    5!  7 


1,465    1    1  6 


5  19 
11  5 


103  10  0188 

4  0150  17  9 
4    0136    5  11 


17    4    0  437  3 


825    3  10  6  6 
791  11    3  6 
781    3    5  6 
851    6    3  9  7 


The  Publi 
Vaccinator 
the  Parish  is 
a  District  Met W] 
Officer.  I,,, 


75  0  0110  4  11 
75    0    0  116    3  5 


484  15 
514  12 


362  0 
355  0 
332  0 


77  12 
61  10  0 


2,533    192  16  6 


81  10  10 
81  17  2 
103  18  8 


146    5    0292    2  6 


271  18 
252  18  11 
252  19 
218  17    5  30 


996  14  4 


*  POPLAR  UNION.— The  figures  as  to  number  of  visits  by  Distrid 
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iONDON — continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


*  3  I  &  S 


Other  Expense 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


[UNION. 


9,240 
1,129 


7,500 
3,127 


1,870 
17,650 
6,978 


1,210 
1,318 
10,559 
2,496 


l.-.r.s:', 


1,795 

2,086 
8,209 
5,758 


17,848 


11,007 

2,064 


_l_ 


2,161 
1,866 
14,713 
4,971 


244  6  10 
405  17  6 


1,145  5  0 

859  18  6 

2,225  10  0 

3,706  11  0 


386  10 
416  10 


7,937    4  6 


160  3 
165  6 
217  12  0 
233  10  0 


776  11  4 


596  10 

653  14 

2,113  6 

1,054  10  0 


423  13 
583  15 
261  19 


4,418    1  0 


1,681  15  6 


3,178  13 
1,377  17 


458  14 
487  0 


145  17 
137  17 


6,549   6,417  12,966  3,511    1  10    720    2  8 


1  10 
0    0111  14  11 


866  17  10 
2,055  11 


£    s.  d.  i 
560  0  0 
560  0  0 
500  0  0 
500  0  0 


MILE  END  OLD 
TOWN 


33    0    0  308  17  10  3 


88  2  0 
69    7  2 


1,427  11  8 

1,127  6  2 

2,700  8  4 

4,192  8  10  : 


289  10  6 
258  16  0 
261  0  0 


9,447  15  0 


6    81  057  12  0 


PADDINGTON, 


64  11 

70  17  0 

13  0 

51    2  10 


17  6 

44  4 


942  3  5 

876  9  9 

i  1,489 

I  2,235  2  11 


7 120  10 
4120  10  6 


2  102 
17  112 


187    4  0' 


5,543    1  3 


7    1  742    2    0  i 


ST.  PANCRAS; 


20  9 
i  28  16 


11  2 

129    8  7 


1,173  18  10 

1,209  16  10 

3,486  8 

1,499  11 


The  Public 
Vaccinator  for 
'  the  Parish  is  n( 
a  District 
Medical  Officer. 


I  7,369  15 


95  19  5  1 

;  15  3 

128    2  0  3 

3  3  1 

)534  19  11  7 


10  5  325  0  0 

10  7  241  0  0 

4  9 165  0 

7  8  163  0 

6  4^94  0  o! 


1  8 
1  3 


SHOEEDITCH, 


702  13  10 
706    5  10 
907  0 
5  2,374  0 


2  200  0 

9  200  0 

8  200  0  0  : 
4286 


5  4,690    0  4 


edical  Officer — where  given — are  for  years  ended  Christ  m 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  ' 


COUNTY   01  |( 


SOUTHWARD 

Area,  1,131  acres. 
Pop.,  200,180. 

Total  for,  4  years. 

STEPNEY.- 

Area,  466  acre 
Pop.,  57,937. 

Total  for  4j'years. 

STRAND. 

Area,  399  acres. 
Pop.,  21,674. 

Total  for  4  years. 

WANDSWORTH  and 
CLAPHAM- 

Area,  11,290  ac 
Pop.,  400,941. 

Total  for  4  years. 

WESTMINSTER. 

Area,  216  acres. 
Pop.,  33,081. 

Total  for  4  years. 

WHITECHAPEL. 

Area.  378  acres. 
Pop.,  78,768. 

Total  for  4  years 


lS'.m 

1897 
1898 
1899 


1896 
1897 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


^  Total  Number  of  Primary 
Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of 
•  Re-Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

on 

per  head. 

Where  th 
Publicl 
Vaccinator!] 
also  D.M.J 

> 
ft 
5. 

d 
> 

6. 

1 
$ 

ft 
7. 

oo  Legal  Proceedings. 

«  Rent. 

>^  Miscellaneous 
■  Expenses. 

£  Total  Cost  Vaccinati 
•    and  Re-Vaccination. 

>  12 
12. 

6.  d. 

5  6 

6  5 

13. 

£    s.  d. 
130  10  0 

130  17  6 

131  7  6 
130  10    0  ' 

2,401 
2,098 
1,931 
1,527 

42 
11 

7 

:■)  4 

2,443 
2,109 
1,938 
1,531 

£    s.  d. 
184    0  0 

145  12  1 

£    s.  d. 
181  10  0 
177    2  4 
165  18  11 

£    s.  d. 

23  16  4 

24  18  3 
24  13  3 

£    s.  d. 

: 

£    s.  d. 
170    0  0 
170    0  0 
170    0  0 
160    0  0 

£    s.  d. 
113    3  7 
105  15  9 
113    6  3 
115  14  7 

£   s.  d. 
672    9  11 
639    4  10 
619  10  6 
535    1  8 

7,957 

64 

8,021 

592  12  3 

663    6  6 

92    8  0 

670    0  0 

448    0  2 

2,466    6  11 

6  2 

523    5  0 

687 
652 
510 
335 

1 

: 

687 
653 
510 
335 

51  10  6 

48  19  0 

38    5  C 

63  13  0 
56    7  0 
48    1  C 

12  18  9 
7    4  2 
6  18  11 

_ 

: 

25    0  0 
25    0  0 
25    0  0 
18  15  0 

29    2  6 
28  14  4 
28  18  4 
27  16  6 

182    4  9 
166    4  6 
147    3  3 
157    0  4 

5  4 
5  9 

350    0  0 
350    0  0 

375  0  0 

376  1  0 

2,184 

i 

2,185 

209    9  6 

203    0  8 

31  16  0 

93  15  0 

114  11  8 

652  12  10 

6  0 

1,451  1  0  j 

131 

128 
100 

65 

i 
i 
i 

133 
129 
101 
60 

11    3  6 
9  13  0 
7  15  6 

13    7  0 
13    3  3 
10  16  9 
10    7  0 

2  19  11 

3  2  0 

2  19  5 

3  0  3 

: 

60    2  10 
58    3  5 
57  13  2 
49    1  4 

12    7  2 
12    6  8 
7  14  5 
5    7  11 

100    0  5 

96    8  4 
86  19  3 
75  18  6 

15  0 
17  3 

120    0  01) 
120    0  02 
120    0  02 
120    0    0  3 

424 

429 

36  14  0 

47  14  0 

12    1  7 

225    0  9 

37  16  2 

359    6  6 

16  9 

4  SO    0  0:2 

4,347 
4,813 
4,305 
3,027 

30 
38 
16 

38 

4,377 
4,851 
4,321 
3,065 

304  16  0 
321  18  0 

298    6  8 
218    9  2 

190  17  3 
211  11  7 
188    0  6 
144    4  5 

30    2  0 
33    3  0 
35  12  2 
25  13  4 

25    6  0 
55    5  0 

152    2  0 
158    4  7 
169  18  6 
130    7  9 

153  14  8 
189    2  0 
183  11  1 
264  19- 11 

831  11  11 

939    5  2 
875    8  11 
838  19  7 

3  10 

3  10 

4  1 

696  15  0 
729  15    0  i 
738  10  0 
724    5    0  1 

16,492 

122 

16,614 

1,143    9  10 

734  13  9 

124  10  6 

80  11  0 

610  12  10 

791    7  8 

3,485    5  7 

4  2 

2,889  5  0 

423 
393 
352 
332 

423 
393 
352 
332 

31  14  b 

29    9  6 
26    8  0 

37  14  0 
32    1  0 
31  16  0 

11  14  3 
10    1  10 

12  17  6 
15  19  2 

81    2  9 
71  12  4 
71    1  6 
134  15  2 

3  10 

3  8 

4  0 
8  1 

62    0  0 
00    0  0 
02    0  0 
00    0  0 

1,500 

1,500 

167  13  0 

140    6  ( 

50  12  9 

358  11  9 

4  9 

244    0  0 

2,006 
2,052 
1,782 
1,558 

116 

1 
1 

2,122 
2,052 
1,783 
1,559 

159    3  6 

140  2  0 

141  6  0 
126    9  6 

147    4  0 
144  14  0 
147  15  0 
140    4  5 

17  0  9 

18  12  3 
18  16  9 
16  12  9 

9  0 
7  13  5 
12  6 
4  0 

50    0  0 
50    0  0 
50    0  0 
50    0  0 

43    0  8 
43  19  1 

42  14  6 

43  4  10 

416  17  11 
411    0  9 
401    4  9 
376  15  6 

3  11 

4  0 
4  6 
4  10 

120    0   0  11 

120    0   0  |l 
120    0    6  t; 
120    0    0  J  * 

7,398 

118 

7,516 

573    1  0 

579  17  5 

71    2  6 

8  18  11 

200    0  0 

172  19  1 

1,605  18  11 

4    3J480   0   0  'Iff 

APPENDIX. 


LOKDON— rontwvcil 


Four  Years  ended  Lady- Day,  1903. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D  M.O. 


11.25.-. 


17,911 
2,071 


!:>,(',  10 

3,323 


2,11 1!) 
2,212 
12,954 
4,599 


21.955 


926  I  I 

854  3  11 

1,398  14 

2,662  13 


5,842  6 


241  15 
220  15  0 
6,510  1,248  15 


5,851 
6,343 
26,161 
9,467 


47,822  11,673   3  6 


1,641 
1,780 
15,715 


1,383  14  0 

1,651  17 

2,682  16 

5,954  15 


2,034  11  0 
239  8 


565  17  0 
1,043  15  0 
2,468  15  0 


14  11 
12  15 
9  19 
12  17 


50  3 


101  0  10 
109  10  10 
106    9  2 


139  16  0 
197    9  3 


1  9  11 
1  12  10 
0  14 


14  4  1 
14  17  10 


16  16    0  302  14  11 


0    6    01  10  13  0 


30UT11WARK. 


96  16  9 
96  14  4 
94    7  11 


1,390  6 

1,208  11 

1,802  19 

3,146  15 


130  0  0 
130    0  0 


27  15  10 

26  15 
186  0 

62  2 


10  18  2 
63  12 


173  19 

176  8 
299  11 


3  12  10 
9  15 


8,829  15,973  24,802  4,565  15    6    596    2    5  42  14    4  13  10    6  58  14    0230    6    8  5,507    3    5  4    5  480    0    0  2 


9  13 
7  11  10 


42  1  6 
41    1  11 

66  15  0 


378    7    9  11  2 
352    6  11 
1,608  17 
097  18 


105  10 
89  10  821 

625  13  10 
726  10    9  18  2 


1,547    5  6 


3  9 


2,005  14  3;  6  10 

2,271  0  loj  7 

3,388  18  2|  2 

6,821  10  0,14  5 


14,487   3   3  6    14,164   8  0 


277    3    012  3 
230  10 
2,160  8 
311  19  8 


746  8  10 
1,268  2  11 
2,817  10  0 


120  0 
120  0 


997  13 
1,017  2 
1,077  7 
1,072  5 


60  0  0 

60  0  0 

60  0 

60  0 


240    0  0 


2  9 

3  0 


8  6 
15  10 


WANDSWORTH 
AND  CLAPHAM, 


1  9 


WESTMINSTER. 


120    0    0  2 
120  0 
120    0    0  : 


WHITECHAPEL. 


240 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  '. 


C  OTTNTY 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


UNION. 

i 

i. 

to  Total  Number  of  Primary 
Vaccinations. 

M  Total  Number  of 
Re-Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

^  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
•    and  Re-Vaccination. 

Average  Cost  of  Vaccination  1 
•    and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  tl 
Public 
Vaccinato 
also  D.M. 

(H 

5. 

6. 

f 
7. 

§ 
8. 

«o  Bent. 

g  Miscellaneous 
®  Expenses. 

g  . 

•go 

EH 

13. 

WOOLWICH. 

Area  6,507  acres. 
Pop.  131,086. 

Total  for  4  years 

Total  for  the  County 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1,478 
1,345 
1,362 
978 

4 
1 

1,482 
1,345 
1,363 
978 

£    s.  d. 
110  16  0 
100  17  6 
102    3  0 

73    7  0 

£  s.  d. 
155  10  3 

138  4  3 
136    6  2 

139  10  9 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 
1  10  0 

£    s.  d. 
41    0  0 
41    0  0 
41    0  0 
41    0  0 

£    s.  d. 
49    0  6 
49    5  0 
51    2  4 
49    8  2 

£   s.  d. 
357  16  9 

329  6  9 

330  11  6 
303    5  11 

s.  d 
4  10 
4  11 
4  10 

6  2 

281  10  0 
267    0  0 
265  15  0 
236  15  0 

5,163 

5,168 

387    3  6 

569  11  5 

1  10  0 

164    0  0 

198  16  0 

1,321    0  11 

5  1 

1,051  0  0 

153,214 

5,274 

158,488 

14,679  9  3 

14,877  12  2 

1,613  3  8 

120    1  11 

7,154  11  lojg,981  11  7  48,426  10  ^  6  1 

24,630  16  1 
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|  LONDON — continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 

IC  Total  Number  of  Primary  " 
•  Vaccinations. 

M  Total  Number  of 
•    Re- Vaccinations. 

O 
| 

1 
EH 
4. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
t"-  and  Re-Vaccination. 

^  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
.to  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

ph 

5. 

t 

6 
> 
6 

&> 

<S 
7. 

oo  Legal  Proceedings,  l 

9. 

u  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

B 
1 1 

EH 'J 
13. 

_  Average  Cost  per 
^  Visit  of  D.M.O. 

1,765 
1,937 
2,925 
4,302 

21 
18 
894 
8,098 

1,786 
1,955 
3,819 
12,400 

£   s.  d. 
558  19  0 
649    4  0 
1,013  19  0 
2,261    1  0 

£    s.  d. 
236    1  0 
220    6  8 
272    1  4 
231    6  11 

£    s.  d. 

1  4  0 

2  0  0 

£    s.  d. 
29  15  0 

£    s.  d. 
69  12  1 

50    3  6 
78  12  3 
78  14  2 

£    s.  d. 
894    7  7 
920  18  2 
1,306  18  7 
2,571    2  1 

s.  d. 

10  0 
9  5 
7  2 
4  2 

£   s.  d. 
245    0  0 
234    9  9 
247    0  0 
239    0  0 

s.  d. 
2  1 

2  2 

1  10 

2  1 

10,929 

9,031 

19,960 

4,483    3  6 

959  15  11 

3  10  0 

29  15    >)!  277    2  0 

5,753    6  5 

5  9 

965    9  9 

285,459 

348,032 

034,091 

156,569  6  2 

29,255  9  1 

037    4  101,001   1  5 

933  16  11 

12,271  5  2 

200,668  3  7 

6  4 

30,908  19  10  - 

1 

242 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


The  Column  headed  "Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O.V  does  not  i 


e  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  Officers.  The 
Unions  the  information  was  not  complete  :— 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


w  Total  Number  of  Primary 
"  Vaccinations. 

w  Total  Number  of 
'  Re-Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

i—  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f     and  Re-Vaccination. 

i-i  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
^°  and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 

Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

P  P.V, 

«  V.O. 

1 
7. 

f 
o 

s 

8. 

1 

9. 

^  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

i  .  8 

53  -  a 

In  1 
ll  1 

13.  h 

1,515 
1,389 
1,357 
697 

60 
9 
19 
43 

1,575 
1,398 
1,376 
740 

£    s.  d. 
120    0  0 
115    0  0 
106    0  0 

56    0  0 

£    s.  d. 
181    0  0 
176    0  0 
173    0  0 
143    0  0 

£    s.  d. 
9    0  0 

7    0  o 
5    0  0 

£    s.  d. 
14    0  0 

17    0  0 

£    s.  d. 
2    0  0 

9    0  0 

£    s.  d. 
58    0  0 
58    0  0 
88    0  0 
63    0  0 

£    s.  d. 
384   0  0 
360    0  0 
391    0  0 
276    0  0 

s.  d. 

4  11 

5  2 
5  8 
7  6 

£     S.  d.B. 

1.192  0    0  1 

1.193  0    0  1 
1,177  0    0  1 
1,267  0    0  1 

4,958 

131 

5,089 

397    0  0 

673    0  0 

30    0  0 

31    0  0 

13    0  0 

267    0  0 

1,411    0  0 

5  7 

4,829  0    0  1 

2,609 
2,296 
1,995 
1,667 

21 
45 
23 
18 

2,630 
2,341 
2,018 
1,685 

272    0  0 
237    0  0 
237    0  0 
125    0  0 

218    0  0 
212    0  0 
205    0  0 
121    0  0 

37    0  0 
39    0  0 
39    0  0 
27    0  0 

- 

33  0  0 

34  0  0 
34    0  0 
34    0  0 

21    0  0 
10    0  0 
19    0  0 
15    0  0 

581    0  0 
532    0  0 
534   0  0 
322    0  0 

4  5 

4  7 

5  4 
3  10 

818  12    6  1 

807  12    6  li 

808  12    6  ill 
795  12    6  ljf 

8,567 

107 

8,674 

871    0  0 

756    0  0 

142    0  0 

135    0  0 

65    0  0 

1,969    0  0 

4  6 

3,230  10  0  18 

1,030 
764 
380 
384 

13 
11 

5 
5 

1,043 
775 
385 
389 

141    0  0 
105    0  0 
52    0  0 
140    0  0 

99    0  0 
105    0  0 
45    0  0 
54    0  o 

12  0  0 

13  0  0 
3    0  0 
2    0  0 

- 

1    0  0 

- 

51    0  0 
38    0  0 
4    0  0 
18    0  0 

303    0  0 
261    0  0 
105    0  0 
214    0  0 

5  10 

6  9 
5  5 

11  0 

79    0    0  1 
93    0    0  IS 
126    0   0  2 
90   0   0  2 

2,558 

.34 

2,592 

438    0  0 

303    0  0 

30    0  0 

1    0  0 

111    0  0 

883    0  0 

6  10 

388    0   0  1!1 

453 
363 
448 
419 

- 
- 

453 
363 
448 
419 

55    0  0 
46    0  0 
65    0  0 
53    0  0 

25    0  0 
31    0  0 
41    0  0 
21    0  0 

3    0  0 
3    0  0 
3    0  0 
3    0  0 

- 

4    0  0 
4    0  0 
4    0  0 
4    0  0 

9    0  0 
6    0  0 
10    0  0 
10    0  0 

96    0  0 

90  0  0 
123    0  0 

91  0  0 

4  3 

5  0 
5  6 
4  4 

353    0    0  3|1 
334    0    0  3 
363    0    0  3 
367    0   0  3 

1,683 

1,683 

219    0  0 

118    0  0 

12    0  0 

- 

16    0  0 

35    0  0 

400    0  0 

4  9 

1,417  0    0  38 

464 
498 
464 
537 

2 

1 

6 

466 
498 
465 
543 

39  5  0 
41    5  0 

40  5  0 
118    5  0 

32    0  0 
32    0  0 
35    0  0 
39    0  0 

1    0  0 
1    0  0 
1    0  0 

- 
- 

- 

15  0  0 
14    0  0 

16  0  0 
24    0  0 

87  5  0 

88  5  0 
92    5  0 

182    5  0 

3  9 

3  7 

4  0 
6  9 

©  o   o  o 
©  o  o  o 

1,963 

9 

1,972 

239    0  0 

138    0  0 

4   0  0 

69    0  0 

450    0  0 

4  7 

659    0    0  21 

214 
840 
635 

6 
17 

214 
846 
652 

22  18  6 
86    8  6 
239    4  6 

48  19  0 
95  18  0 
89  16  4 

7    7  6 
17    4  6 
12  12  5 

0    6  0 

11    1  8 

9  19  6 
7    5  0 

90  12  8 
209  10  6 
348  18  3 

8  6 
4  11 
10  8 

1,689 

23 

1,712 

348  11  6 

234  13  4 

37    4  5 

0    6  0 

28    6  2 

649    1  5 

7  7 

21,418 

304 

21,722 

2,512  11  6 

2,222  13  4 

255    4  5 

32    6  0 

164    0    oj575    6  2 

5,762    1  5 

5  4 

10,523  10  o|  j  ! 

BRENTFORD. 

Area  20,980  acres. 
Pop.  178,866. 

Total  for  4  years 

EDMONTON. 

Area  47,101  acres. 
Pop.  332,301. 

Total  for  4  years 
HEND0N. 

Area  29,185  acres. 
Pop.  52,494. 

Total  for  4  years 

STAINES. 

Area  24,331  acres. 
Pop.  33,801. 

Total  for  4  years 

UXBRIDGE. 

Area  26,858  acres. 
Pop.  39,003. 

Total  for  4  years 

*WILLESDEN. 

Area  4,384  acres. 
Pop.  114,811. 


Total  for  the  County 


*Note  Willesden  was  separated  from  Hendon  Union  on  4th  October,  1896.    Figures  are  only  given  therefore  from  that  date. 
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MIDDLESEX. 


Foub  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 

Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of 
•  Re-Vaccinations. 

rf^  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

^  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
i-  and  Re- Vaccination. 

Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
J°  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

q 

6. 

Ph 

oc  Legal  Proceeding's. 

d 
9. 

>_  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

SO 

| 

13. 

_  Average  Cost  per 
^  Visit  of  D.M.O. 

2,772 
2,364 
4,700 
3,387 

48 
114 
11,332 
1,691 

2,820 
2,478 
16,032 
5,078 

£    s.  d. 
1,698    0  0 

4,945    0  0 
1,691    0  0 

£   s.    d.j  £    s.    d.  £    s.  d. 
265    0    0    0    0  0, 
263    0    0    8    0  0 
353    0    0?    9    0    0  15    0  0 
310    0   0    9    0  0 

£    s.  d 

£    s.    d.j     £    s.  d. 
66    0    0,2,035    0  0 
66    0    0  1,670    0  0 
105    0    0  5,427    0  0 
75    0    0^,085    0  0 

s.  d. 
14  5 
13  6 
6  9 
8  3 

£   s.  d, 
1,250   0  0 

1,277   0  0 
1,309  0  0 

s.  d. 

i  5 
1  7 
1  7 

1  8 

13,223 

13,185 

26,408 

9,667    0  0 

1,191    0    0  32    0    o'  15    0  0 

1  1 

312    0    011,217   0  0 

8  6 

5,110  0  0 

1  7 

3,464 
3,557 
6,153 
5,628 

64 
67 

22,572 
4,941 

3,528 
3,624 
28,725 
10,569 

1,078    0  0 

1,769    0  0 
5,513    0  0 

344    0  0 
355    0  0 
394    0  0 
529    0  0 

32    0  0 
28    0  0 
32    0  0 
24    0  0 

2    0  0 
2    0  0 

25  0  0 
14    0  0 
19    0  0 

26  0  0 

1,481    0  0 
1,585    0  0 
2,214    0  0 
6,094    0  0 

8  5 
8  9 
1  6 
11  6 

805    7  6 

826    5  0 
836    5  0 

1  6 
1  6 
1  2 
1  4 

1  4 

18,802'  27,644 

1 

46,446 

9,548    0  0 

1,622    0  0 

116    0  0 

4  0oj 

84    0  0 

11,374  0  0 

4  11 

3,282   5  t 

536 
631 
960 
844 

8 
6 

2,533 
496 

544 
637 
3,493 
1,340 

319    0  0 
274    0  0 
803    0  0 
450    0  0 

89    0  0 
103    0  0 
137    0  0 
129    0  0 

1  0  0 

2  0  0 

3  0  0 
3    0  0 

1    0  0 
11    0  0 

18  0  0 

19  0  0 
48    0  0 
24    0  0 

427    0  0 
398    0  0 
992    0  0 
617    0  0 

15  8 
12  (i 

5  8 
9  3 

87    0  0 

185    0  0 
187    0  0 

2  1 

1  10 
1  6 

2,971 

3,043 

6,014 

1,846    0  0 

458    0  0 

9    0  0 

12    0  0 

109    0  0 

2,434    0  0 

8  1 

547    0  0 

1  9 

734 
654 
883 
759 

2 
39 
1,024 
175 

736 
693 
1,907 
934 

339    0  0 
352    0  0 
435    0  0 
690    0  0 

108    0  0 
72    0  0 
77    0  0 
83    0  0 

5    0  0 
4    0  0 
3    0  0 
3    0  0 

4    0  0 

12  0  0 

13  0  0 

14  0  0 
13    0  0 

468    0  0 
441    0  0 
529    0  0 
789    0  0 

12  9 
12  9 
5  7 
16  11 

364    0  0 

328    0  0 
325    0  0 

3  9 
3  10 
2  3 

3,030 

1,240 

4,270  1,816    0  0 

340    0  0 

15    0  0 

4    0  0 

52    0  0 

2,227    0  0 

10  5 

1,363   0  0 

2  11 

669 
083 
982 
824 

4 
18 

3,940 
1,229 

673 
701 
4,922 
2,053 

286    0  0 
297    0  0 
1,130    0  0 
571    0  0 

56    0  0 
63    0  0 

78  0  0 

79  0  0 

1    0  0 
1    0  0 
1    0  0 
1    0  0 

5    0  0 
2    0  0 
2    0  0 
13    0  0 

16    0  0 
15    0  0 
66    0  0 
60    0  0 

364    0  0 
378    0  0 
1,277    0  0 
724    0  0 

10  10 
10  9 

7  1 
6  7 

206    0  0 
213    0  0 
288    0  0 
263    0  0 

1  10 

2  1 

1  11 

2  0 

1  11 

3,158 

5,191 

8,349 

2,284    0  0 

276    0  0 

4    0  0 

22    0  0 

157    0  0 

2,743    0  0 

970    0  0 

1,397 
1,603 
2,901 

26 
39 
3,290 
468 

1,423 
1,642 
6,191 
2,712 

773    2  6 
660    6  6 
1,923  10  0 
863    9  6 

183  18  11 
192    0  0 

243  0  8 

244  4  0 

19  14  1 

19  19  9 

25  5  11 

26  9  9 

1  10  0 
7    7  0 
5  15  0 
12    0  0 

6  10  0 

12  15  0 
4  10  0 

977  15  6 
879    9  3 
2,210    6  7 
1,157    9  3 

13  9 
10  9 

7  2 

8  6 

8,145 

3,823 

11,968 

4,220    8  6 

863    9  7 

90    9  (i 

26  18  0 

0  10  ( 

17    5    0  5,225    0  7 

1 

8  9 

49,329 

54,126 

1 

103,455  29,381   8  6 

4,750    9    7I266    9  6 

83  18  ( 

6  10    0731    5  0 

35,220   0  7 

6  10 

11,272  5  oj  - 

UXBRIDGE, 


WILLESDEN. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  ! 


COUNTY  OF 


Jb'ouB  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


8  1 


Where  the 
Public   j  1 
Vaccinator  i 
also  D.M.0 


ABERGAVENNY. 

Area  62,179  acres. 
Pop.  20,717. 

Total  for  4  years 
BEDWELLTY. 

Area  27,224  acres. 
Pop.  81,838. 

Total  for  4  years 


Area  08,548  acres. 
Pop.  19,240. 

Total  for  4  years 

MONMOUTH. 

Area  97,016  acres. 
Pop.  28,239. 

Total  for  4  years 


Area  91,594  acres. 
Pop.  114,042. 

Total  for  4  yea 

P0NTYP00L. 

Area  50,856  acres. 
Pop  45,370. 


Total  for  4  years 


Total  for  the  County 


7,105 


40  10 

41  0  0 


4  12  0 

4  12 

5  2  0 
5  10  6 


10  17  3 
10    6  9 


85  6 
89    1  10 
73  19  0 
75  19  11 


i  18  0 


324  0 


82  17  4 
63  19  4 


10  12 
10  18 


31  2  9 
33  17  8 
40  8  4 
40    5  10 


230  14 
236  6 


S  816 


22  13    6  145  14  7 


2  0 
2    0  0 


0  0 
0  0 
0  0 


54  10 

171  13 

04  18 

79  10 


42  19 
110  13  11 

51    0    9      34  1 
45  10    Oj     28  18  3 


17  0  0 

17  0 

17  0  0 

17  0  0 


3  18  0 
3  17 


•250 


J 


149    8  7 


0  0 


179  14  0 

183    3  0 

205  2  0 
174  14 


742  14  3 


08  18 
70  13 


01  17 

278  10  0 


104  15  11 
159  10  0 


10  10 
10  15 
10  15 
10  15 


35  13  3 
38  1  7 
30  18 


405  19  7 

394    7  8 

413  8  7 
309  18 


42  15    0140    1  8 


1,523  14  2 


22  11 
24    4  11 
27  10 


15    0100    0  0 


16    0225    1  6473 


141  10 
157  0 


247  18  0 
257  19  0 

248  12 


4    7  1,029  14  2 


APPENDIX. 
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MONMOUTH. 

Hie  remuneration  is  only  shown  in  those 
nformation  was  not  complete. 


;  where  information  as  to  the  number  of 


by  the  D.M.O.  has  been  given. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


^  Total  Number  of  Primary 
"  Vaccinations. 

a  J 

55  I 
H  PS 

*■  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

-  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
r  and  Re-Vaccination. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
■t0  and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 

also  D.M.O. 

t> 
5. 

d 
> 

6. 

(2 
7. 

oo  Legal  Proceedings. 

PS 
9. 

Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

Total  Remunera- 
F  tion  of  D.M.O.'s. 

14. 

1  453 
423 
!  470 
:  487 

6 
4 
90 
62 

459 
427 
560 
549 

160  11  0 
149    8  0 
171    6  0 
201    0  6 

47    5  3 
38    9  7 
45    4  5 
44  19  9 

0    6  0 
0    6  0 
0    5  0 
0    4  6 

£    s.  d. 

- 
- 

£    s.  d. 

9    8  0 
10    9  3 
10    9  3 

9  18  3 

£    s.  d. 
217  10.  3 
198  12  10 
227    4  8 
250    3  0 

s.  d. 
9  6 
9  4 

8  1 

9  4 

9  0 

£    s.  d. 

152  0  0 

153  0  0 
150    0  0 
148    0  0 

2  11 
2  10 

2  8 
2  8 

1,833 

162 

1,995 

682    5  6 

175  19  0 

1    1  6 

40    4  9 

899  10  9 

603    0  0 

2  9 

2,0!-)S 
2,558 
2,734 
3,0,75 

1 

3 
171 
201 

2,099 
2,561 
2,905 
3,276 

537  15  0 
662  10  0 
711    3  6 
777    2  0 

199  13  0 
264   0  0 
274  10  6 
306    3  6 

8  16  7 

7    1  2 

- 

43    7  10 
49    3  11 
51  15  7 

787  12  0 
969  17  10 
1,041  19  1 
1,135    1  1 

7  6 
7  7 
7  2 
6  11 

153    7  6 
132  16  6 
146    0  1 
139  17  6 

0  9 
0  8 
0  7 
0  7 

10,465 

376 

10,841 

2,688  10  6 

1,044    7  0 

8  16  7 

7    1  2 

185  14  9 

3,934  10  0 

7  3 

572    1  7 

0  7 

43b 
•2S5 
383 
387 

1 

4 
38 
17 

439 
289 
421 
404 

127  11  6 
88    6  6 
121  10  6 
124   9  0 

82   3l  7 
55    8  4 
70  17  5 
70    1  1 

1    0  0 
1    0  0 
1    0  0 
1    0  0 

- 

- 

- 

7    0  0 

6  0  0 

7  0  0 
7    0  0 

217  15  1 
150  14  10 
200    7  11 
202  10  1 

9  11 
10  5 

9  6 
10  0 

9  11 

249  10  0 
241    5  6 
244  10  0 
251    1  5 

3  10 

4  3 
3  11 
3  10 

3  11 

1,493 

60 

1,553 

461  17  6 

278  10  5 

4   0  C 

27    0  0 

771    7  11 

986    6  11 

39  -; 
58!  i 
618 

612 

4 
6 
59 
80 

398 
595 
677 
692 

146    0  6 
271  11  6 
259  10  6 
278    5  0 

33    9  9 
59    9  2 
63  11  0 
63  19  8 

- 
- 

_ 

8    7  1 
10  14  6 

10  18  11 

11  9  2 

187  17  4 
341  15  2 
334   0  5 
353  13  10 

9  5 
11  6 

9  10 
10  3 

246    0  0 
250    0  0 
241    0  0 
261    0  0 

2  4 

2  5 
2  4 

2,213 

149 

2,362 

955    7  6 

220    9  7 

- 

41    9  8 

1,217    6  9 

10  4 

998    0  0 

2  5 

90  2,026 
9<i  2,240 
Wj:  2,531 
*j  2,403 

35 
42 
392 
327 

2,061 
2,282 
2,923 
2,730 

680    3  3 
663    5  11 
809  10  2 
1,004  17  11 

220    8  2 
247  11  1 
217    2  8 
279  13  7 

7    3  8 
7    5  11 
7    8  5 
6    2  8 

_ 
- 

48  5  6 

49  12  11 
51  12  3 
51  15  7 

956   0  7 
967  15  10 
1,085  13  6 
1,342    9  9 

9  3 

8  6 
7  5 

9  10 

47  5    0  0 
485   0  0 
485   0  0 
545   0  0 

0  7 
0  7 
0  7 
0  8 

9,200 

790 

9,996 

3,157  17  3 

964  15  6 

28    0  8 

201    6  3 

4,351  19  8 

8  8 

1,990  0  0 

0  7 

*  951 
WC  i>05( 

m  1,175 

MC  1,16£ 

3 

72 
31 

953 
1,061 
1,244 
1,200 

550    4  0 
447    9  6 
463    2  0 
549  12  0 

105  16  8 
111  14  4 
101  17  2 
122  11  3 

20    5  5 
27  13  6 
26    7  0 
29    7  10 

676    6  1 
586  17  4 
591    6  2 
701  11  1 

14  2 
11  1 
9  6 
11  8 

264  2  6 
263    2  6 

265  12  6 
258    2  6 

1  3 
1  2 
1  3 
1  2 

4,34' 

111 

4,458 

2,010    7  6 

441  19  6 

103  13  9 

2,556    0  8 

11  6 

1,051   0  0 

1  2 

29,55 

1,654 

31,205 

9,956    5  8 

3,126    0  11 

41  18  9 

7    1  2 

599    9  2 

13,730  15  9 

1 

8  106,200  8  6 

ABERGAVENNY. 


BEDWELLTY 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE    ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  03 

The  Column  headed  "Total  Remuneration  ofD.M.O.'s"  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  Officer*.  ■» 
information  was  not  complete  :— Ulofiklii,  Depwadk,  Duwnh.ui,  St.  Faith,  FoRF.nni-;,  Hkxst?:), 


Foub  Years 

ENDED 

Lady-Day 

1899. 

Wber 

■  t! 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

be°ad 

Public 
Vaccinatcis 

a 

also  D.M 

UNION. 

umber  of  Pri 

umber  of 

jinations. 

umber  of  Op 

roceedings. 

ast  of  Vaccin 

\  accination. 

Cost  of  Vaci 
Vaccination  ] 

II 

\; 

a  3 

2 

PM 

1 

O 

Year. 

Total 
Vacci 

Total 
Re-V£ 

Total 

> 
'  p. 

•O-A 

W 

Legal 

Rent. 

Miscel 

Expor 

Total 

and  R 

Total 

1. 

2. 

J. 

4. 

6 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

4 

AYL3HAM. 

£ 

s. 

d. 

£ 

s. 

d. 

£    s.  d. 

£  s. 

d. 

£ 

s. 

£ 

s. 

d. 

£ 

s. 

d. 

s.  d. 

£  s. 

d.. 

d 

1896 

382 

5 

387 

51 

3 

6 

20 

18 

9 

3 

12 

6 

6 

2 

81 

17 

4  3 

356  11 

Area,  63,34  1  acres. 

1897 

351 

1 

352 

41 

1 

6 

21 

11 

1 

3 

12 

6 

6 

4 

3 

72 

9 

4 

4  1 

349  14 

1898 

355 

4 

359 

12 

0 

20 

15 

9 

3 

12 

7 

9 

74 

9 

10 

4  2 

352  19 

! 

\ 

Pop.,  17,048. 

1899 

393 

1 

394 

40 

9 

6 

16 

15 

10 

- 

7 

0 

9 

64 

6 

1 

3  3 

354  0 

Total  for  4  years. 

1,481 

11 

1,492 

175 

6 

6 

80 

1 

10 

17 

6 

26 

17 

3 

293 

2 

8 

3  11 

1,413  5 



BLOFIELD.. 

1896 

190 

2 

192 

34 

6 

6 

9 

12 

1 

- 

1 

10 

0 

45 

8 

7 

4  9 

Area,  45,965  acres. 

1 

23 

10 

0 

10 

1 

0 

38 

7 

10 

is  lis 

165 

165 

19 

8 

8 

8 

1 

10 

37 

18 

4 

4  7 

Pop.,  11,843. 

1899 

263 

3 

266 

7 

8 

6 

12 

6 

2 

19 

14 

8 

1  C 

Total  for  4  years. 

782 

6 

788 

90 

4 

8 

AC 

46 

14 

9 

- 

4 

10 

0 

141    9  5 

3  7 

*DEPWADE. 

1896 

427 

3 

430 

65 

1 

2 

18 

9 

0 

11 

10 

0 

7 

15 

10 

102 

16 

0 

4  9 

101  10 

0 

■J 

Area,  83,959  acres. 

1897 

380 

382 

*  58 

12 

2 

16 

15 

9 

11 

10 

0 

6 

14 

93 

12 

6 

4  11 

101  19 

0 

s 

Pop.,  23,859. 

1898 

412 

412 

62 

13 

6 

18 

2 

11 

10 

6 

13 

4 

98 

18 

10 

4  10 

107  4 

9 

1899 

183 

185 

30 

2 

10 

13 

12 

11 

10 

0 

6 

8 

0 

61 

13 

0 

6  8 

174  6 

6 

. 

Total  for  4  years. 

1,402 

7 

1,409 

216    9  8 

66 

18 

11 

46 

0 

0 

27 

11 

9 

357 

0 

4 

5  1 

4S5  0 

3 

D3CKI2TG-. 

1896 

378 

3 

381 

48 

0 

0 

17 

0 

0 

3 

0 

0 

5 

0 

0 

73 

0 

0 

3  10 

315  0 

0 

Area,  87,948  acres. 

1897 

291 

291 

58 

0 

0 

20 

0 

0 

3 

0 

0 

4 

0 

0 

85 

0 

0 

5  10 

278  0 

0 

1898 

236 

236 

47 

0 

0 

19 

0 

<) 

3 

0 

0 

4 

0 

0 

73 

0 

0 

6  2 

299  0 

0 

Pop.  17,633. 

1899 

256 

256 

222 

0 

0 

23 

0 

0 

3 

0 

0 

5 

0 

0 

253 

0 

0 

19  9 

281  0 

0 

Total  for  4  years. 

1,161 

3 

1,164 

375 

0 

0 

79 

0 

0 

12 

0 

0 

18 

0 

4S4 

0 

0 

8  4 

1,173  0 

DOWNHAM. 

1896 

302 

302 

35 

0 

0 

30 

0 

0 

5 

0 

0 

16 

0 

0 

86 

0 

0 

5  8 

219  0 

Area,  82,933  acres. 

1897 

317 

317 

40 

0 

0 

30 

0 

0 

0 

0 

10 

0 

0 

85 

0 

0 

5  4 

214  0 

i 

Pop.,  17,30?. 

1898 

284 

284 

34 

0 

0 

30 

0 

c 

5 

0 

0 

14 

0 

0 

83 

0 

0 

5  10 

208  0 

1899 

296 

296 

37 

0 

0 

30 

0 

0 

5 

0 

0 

12 

0 

0 

84 

0 

0 

5  8 

359  0 

Total  for  4  >car3. 

1,199 

1,199 

146 

0 

0 

120 

0 

0 

20 

0 

0 

52 

0 

338 

0 

0 

5  8 

1,000  0 

0  11 

ERPINSHAM. 

189C 

337 

337 

50 

0 

19 

0 

0 

5  0 

0 

4 

0 

0 

2 

0 

0 

80 

0 

0 

4  9 

109  0 

i 

Vrca,  64,227  acres. 

1897 

360 

360 

55 

0 

0 

21 

0 

0 

16  0 

0 

4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

98 

0 

0 

5  5 

101  0 

!'. 

1898 

318 

318 

41 

0 

0 

18 

0 

0 

4 

0 

0 

2 

0 

65 

0 

0 

4  1 

102  0 

0'j 

2, 

Pep.,  22,255. 

1899 

343 

343 

38 

0 

0 

17 

0 

0 

2 

0 

0 

2 

0 

59 

0 

0 

3  5 

114  0 

(l  1" 

Total  for  4  years. 

1,358 

1,358 

184 

Q 

0 

75 

0 

o| 

21  0 

0 

14 

0 

0 

0 

0 

302 

0 

0 

4  5 

426  0 

*  See  footnote  on  page  252. 
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NORFOLK. 

emuner  ition  is  only  shown  where  information  as  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the  D.M.O.  has  been  given.  In  the  following  Unions  such 
|/lXTFORD  .Hid  LAUNDITCH,  SMALLBURGH,  WALSINGIIAM,  WAYLAND  and  GREAT  YARMOUTH. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 

UNION. 

^  Total  Number  of  Primary  1 
•  Vaccinations. 

w  Total  Number  of 
•    Re- Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
S°  and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 

6 
> 

6. 

oo  Legal  Proceedings. 

& 
9. 

„  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

Total  Cost  of  Vaccin, 
and  Re- Vaccination. 

c  © 

| 

13. 

<> 

14. 

1  436 
320 

!  384 
341 

5 
1 

655 
379 

441 
321 
1,039 
720 

£    s.  d 
162    8  0 
130  19  6 
145  13  6 
342    5  8 

£    s.  d. 
40  19  7 

33  0  5 

34  1  8 
34    2  5 

£    s.  d. 
0  10  7 
0  10  3 
0  13  9 
0  13  6 

- 

£    s.  d 
6    9  11 

5  18  3 
5  13  1 

£    s.  d 
210    8  1 
170    4  3 
186    7  2 
382  14  8 

s.  d 

9  7 
10  7 

10  8 

£    s.  d 
353    0  11 
338  13  0 
344  13  8 
342  11  6 

a.  d 
5  11 
4  11 
2  11 
4  10 

AYLSHAM. 

BL0FIELD, 

DEPWADE. 

DOCKING. 

D0WifHA¥. 

ERPINGHAY. 

1,481 

1,040 

2,521 

781    6  8 

142    4  1 

2    8  1 

- 

23  15  4 

949  14  2 

7  6 

1,378  19  1 

4  4 

242 
220 
309 

288 

1 
11 

517 

243 
231 
826 
288 

116    3  6 
83    2  6 
183  17  6 
126  11  7 

20    5  3 
32  12  5 
37  15  6 
9    6  8 

- 

- 

136    8  9 
115  14  11 
221  13  0 
135  18  3 

11  3 
10  0 
5  4 

9  5 

1,059 

529 

1,588 

509  15  1 

99  19  10 

609  14  11 

7  8 

519  3 

385  - 
380  765 
423  70 

522 
385 
1,145 
493 

184  15  6 
163    5  6 
404    7  0 
216  10  6 

38  12  8 

39  12  3 
36    8  10 
43    4  9 

- 
- 

6    9  9 

6  16  0 

7  5  2 

229  17  11 
209    9  4 
447  11  10 

267    0  5 

8  10 
10  11 

7  10 
10  10 

170    3  9 
167  10  4 

187  5  7 

188  5  6 

1  10 

3  2 

2  10 

3  0 

1,707 

838 

2,545 

968  18  6 

157  18  6 

- 

27    2  6 

1,153  19    6  9  1 

713    5  2 

2  7 

3H7 
306 
34(i 
344 

567 
4 

387 
306 
913 
348 

229    0  0 
219    0  0 
407    0  0 
129    0  0 

35    0  0 
37    0  0 
45    0  0 
45    0  0 

- 

- 

- 

6    0  0 

5  0  0 

6  0  0 

270    0  0 
263    0  0 
457    0  0 
180    0  0 

13  11 

17  2 
10  0 
10  4 

275    0  0 
279    0  0 
263    0  0 
278    0  0 

1  11 

2  1 

1  11 

2  8 

1,383 

571 

1,954 

984    0  0 

162    0  0 

24    0  0 

1,170    0  0 

12  0 

1,095  0  0 

2  1 

364 
342 
30!"! 
317 

1,380 

139 

342 
25 

364 
481 

705 
342 

145    0  0 
147    0  0 
176    0  0 
226    0  0 

42    0  0 
42    0  0 
42    0  0 
39    0  0 

GOO 
6    0  0 
6    0  0 
6    0  0 

193    0  0 

195    0  0 
224    0  0 
271    0  0 

10  7 
8  1 
6  4 

15  10 

347    0  0 
352    0  0 
354    0  0 
336    0  0 

1,389  0  0 

3  5 
3  6 
3  6 
3  9 

3  6 

506 

1,892 

694    0    0    165    0  0 

24    0  0 

883    0  0 

9  4 

302 

383 
38C 

1 

590 
91 

357 
302 
973 
476 

242   0  0 
210    0  0 
226    0  0 
354    4  6 

28    0  0 
25    0  0 
30    0  0 
25    0  0 

2    0  0 
2    0  0 
2    0  0 
2    0  0 

272    0  0 
237    0  0 
258    0  0 
381"   4  6 

15  3 

15  8 
5  4 

16  0 

118    0  0 
99    0  0 
108    0  0 

352    0  0 

2  10 
2  3 
2  8 
2  9 

1,421 

682 

2,108 

1,032    4  6 

108    0  0 

8    0  0 

1 

1,148    4  6 

10  11 

677    0  0 

2  8 

DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  I 


COUNTY  0] 


Four  Ybass  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


Other  Expenses. 


Where  tbi 
Public  ! 
Vaccinator 
also  D.M.( 


St.  FAITH'S. 

Area,  49,256  acres. 
Pop.,  12,559. 

Total  for  4  years. 

EAST  &  WEST  FLEGG. 

Area,  29,049  acres. 
Pop.,  9,796. 

Total  for  4  years. 


Area,  38,528  acres.' 
Pop.,  11,329. 

Total  for  4  years. 

FRE  ABRIDGE  LYNN". 

Area,  74,774  acres. 
Pop.,  11,847. 

Total  for  4  years. 
HEN'STEAD. 

Area,  42,398  acres. 
Pop.  10,358. 


Total  for  4  years. 


KING'S  LYNN. 


Area,  4,696  ac 
Pop.,  20,951. 


Total  for  4  years. 


24  10 
26  10  0 
22  10 


23  11  9 
22  14 
15    3  6 


8  12  0 
5  15  4 


32  14  0 
31  11 


7  19  10 
5  14 


19  6 
18  17 


14  10 

23  19 

15  9  0 
11  18  0 


5  13  9 
4  10 
4  13  11 


65  16  6 


0  6  0 

0  9  0 

0  7 

0  3  0 

1  5  6 


0  3  9 
0  3  9 
0    0  9 


12  10  0 

12  10  0 

12  10  0 

12  10  0 


50   0  0 


46  14 
41  15 
46  14  10 


3  10 
3  10  0 


162  16 
170  11 


!  10  2 
i    0  10 


45  10  10 
43  18 


16   8    0    161    7  3 


59  19  1 

59  7  4 
57  8 

51    6  7 


4  11  327  5 
4  10  316  0 

4  11  332  10 

5  o'  311  0 


36  18  0 
44  11 

38  11  6 

32  14  2 


152  15  1 


0  9  9 
0  12  9 


5  10  68    8  0 

4  10  66   0  0 

5  51  63  18 

7  31  102   5  1 


5    7  390  11  3 


106  12 
104  12 
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Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Public 
Vaccinator  is 
alsoD.M.O. 


£  s. 

110  15  10 
106  14 
101  12 

250  19 


31  19 
29  11  10 


570    1  11 


G8  14 
212  9 


72  12  6 
75    8  0 
85  15 
63  13 


9  10 
12  13 
10  10 


297    9  0 


56  15  0  28  19 
66  14  0 

57  15  0  24  11 

91  17  6  23  17  0 


273    1  6 


44  10 
57  14 
65  14 


101  15  3 


23  17  0 

24  2  3 


2    5  0 
2  7 
2  11 


£   s.  d 

150    4  2 

144  11  012 

136  2  10  ■ 
280  11 


105  11  10 
100  7 

102  2 


711    9  3 


91  19 
84    8  11 
91  17  11 

7  23 


23  I 


161    3  11 

218  12  6 
234  17 
228  16  0 


St.  FAITH'S. 


EAST  &  WEST 
FLEGG . 


502    7  9 


843    9  5 


84  8  9 
91    1  11 


124  19 
131  13  011 


256  15  0 

257  15 


4  8  6 
2  19  3 


86  11  2 
120  6 


101  16 

101  9 

99  17 

103  8 


KING'S  LYNN. 


44  10  031 
81  11  oll3 


100  15  0 
104  0  0 
90  15  0 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


LODDON  AND 
CLAVEEING. 

Area  60,321  acres. 

Pop.  12,393. 

Total  for  4  years 

MITFORD  AND 
LATJNDITCH. 

Area  106,911  acres. 
Pop.  23,979. 

Total  for  4  years 

NORWICH. 

Area  7,558  acres. 
Pop.  111,728. 

Total  for  4  years 

SMALLBTJRGH. 

Area  66,988  acres. 
Pop.  17,304. 

Total  for  4  years 


Area  82,148  teres. 
Pop.  11,015. 


Total  for  4  years 


Area  138,729  acres. 
Pop.  20,366. 


Total  for  4  years 


49  11    7  3 
53    2    4  4 
56    2  11  4  4 
51  16    7  5  2 


281    0  0  1 

260  10  0  1 

268  10  0  1 

258    0  4  1 


950    127    0    0,     56  19    7    2    1  11 


453      65  17  0 


64  14 
67  10 


1,787    264    4  6 


4  16 
7  19 
3  12 


23  12  0 
28  1  6 
28  16  8 


36  17 
31  18 


18  0 
18  8 


25  0 
15    0  0 


236    0    0      97    0  0 


16  11  11,    210  13    5  4 


1,068   0  4  1 


1  8 
1  11 
1  4 


4  12 
3  10 


100  9 
135  8 
104  17  10 
102    2  11 


34  12    0    442  18 


47  8 
45  17 


0    0  177  15  9 


1  0  0 
1    0  0 


139    0    246  4 


495    1    5  35  6 


5  13  0 

6  10  9. 


13    0    0,  25  11    7    230    3  5 


2  0  0 

3  0  0 


55    9  0 
50    1  1 
53  15 
42  16  11 


2  5 


6  0  0 
5  0  0 
12  0 


93  0 
82  0 
120   0  0 


4  11     11    0  0 


4  6    89    7  6 

5  3  100  10  0 


496  12 
472  0 
450  10  0| 
448  12 


1,867  14  6, 


330  0  0i  1 
338  0  0  1 
345    0    0  1 


*  See  footnote  on  page  252. 
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t  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


£  s.  d. 

89  5  6 

93  2  6 

105  8  0 

158  4 

446  0  3 


£  s.  d. 
27  14  7 


177  1  0 
179  8 


1,085  465  10 
1,177|  359  16 
1,334    396  0 


22  17 
55  17  10 
51  18  6 
54  16 

185  10 


201  12 
229  10 


Other  Expenses. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


8  I 


as 


157  17 
402  12  6 


94  19  3 
79  10  0 
69  10  0 


28  15 
25  14 
16  18 


619    0   0      45    0  0 


2,909.1,107    0    0    155    0  0 


120  18 
126  11 
137  13  7 
188    1    3 1 

573    4  6 


s.  d. 

239    0  0 

,  252    9  0 

348    6  1 

319    0  9 


1  6 
1  7 


LODDON  AND 
CLAVERING. 


- 

01,158  15  10  1  10 


152  18 

240  9  3  10  6 

238  12  llj  3 

449  11  1015  10 

i  1,081  12  17  8 


MITFORD  AND 
LAUNDIICil. 


io  o  o  : 
10  o  o  : 


j  71    1  11 
j  53  11  2 
8  11 


759  16  114 

620  10  610 

679    2  9 10 

1,110    5  9'  6 

B  3,169  15  18  9 


105  3 

103  12  0 

109  19  9 

107    1  4 

431  16  1 


2  4 
2  5 


SMALLBURGH: 


6  10 
22  14 


222  10  1 13 

187  17  7 13 

191  13  5  4 

453  2  3  13  11 

.  1,055  3  410  0 


3  11    3  127  6  01: 

3    9  11  108  13  11 

3  10    9  89  19 

2  19    6  135  19 


328  10    0  2  10 


479  15    0  2  7 


448    0    0  3  3 


441  10    0  I 

429   0   0  : 


9    9 1,763  13    0  3  1 


332  0  0  1 
340    0    0  1 


258  0  0  3  0 
670    0  025 


437    0    0  15 


)  1,285    0    0  8  101,436  0    0|  1  6 


2*i  J 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


UNION. 

1. 

Fotjb  Yeabs  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

M  Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

M  Total  Number  of 
'  Re-Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
r*  and  Re- Vaccination. 

i-  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
•    and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public  1 
Vaccinator  i 
also  D.M.O. 

> 
PM 
5. 

> 

6. 

PM 
7. 

a>  Legal  Proceedings. 

1 
9. 

h-  Miscellaneous 
®  Expenses. 

-  Total  Remunera- 
$°  tion  of  D.M.O's 

WALSINGHAM. 

Area  83,142  acres. 
Pop.  19,612. 

Total  for  4  years 

*WAYLAND. 

Area  6S,775  acres. 
Pop.  13,793. 

Total  for  4  years 

GREAT  YARMOUTH. 

Area  3,524  acres. 
Pop.  50,638. 

Total  for  4  years 
Total  for  the  County 

1896 
1897 

]898 
1899 

]89(> 
1897 
1898 
1899 

189(i 
1897 
1898 
1899 

346 
308 
334 
376 

_ 

346 
308 
334 
376 

£    s.  d. 
50    4  2 

47  12  4 

£   s.  d. 
38    2  11 

28    8  0 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 
5  18  6 

5    7  6 

£    s.  d. 
4  12  9 
4    1  11 
4   4  5 
4    9  11 

£    s.  d. 
98  18  4 
95  15  9 
85  12  3 
90  18  2 

s.  d 

5  9 

6  3 
5  2 
4  10 

£    s.  d 

1,364 

- 

1,364 

190  14  3 

140  14  3 

22    7  0 

17    9  0 

371    4  6 

5  5 

214 
220 
189 
180 

214 
220 
189 
180 

25  0  0 

26  0  0 

15    0  0 
15   0  0 

40  0  0 
35    0  0 

41  0  0 
32    0  0 

3  9 

3  2 

4  4 
3  7 

87  0  0 
95  0  0 
102  0  0 
101  0  0 

— 

803 

803 

90    0  0 

58    0  0 

148    0  0 

3    8    385  0  0 

625 
542 
548 
386 

1 
1 

626 
542 
549 
386 

46  17  6 
44  14  0 
41    3  0 
83  17  6 

37    8  4 
44  19  4 
35  11  9 
65  19  1 

3  11  2 

4  7  10 
3    8  7 
0  17  5 

17    5  0 
17    5  0 
17    5  0 
0  16  3 

20    8  8 

19  15  8 

20  12  10 
18    5  1 

125  10  8 
131    1  10 
118    1  2 

169  15  4 

4  0 
4  10 
4  4 
8  10 

68  0  0 
62  0  0 
72  0  0 

i 
i 

■2 

2,101 

2 

2,103 

216  12  0 

183  18  6 

12    5  0 

52  11    3  79    2  3 

544    9  0 

5  2 

202  0  0 

1 

21,348 

52 

21,400 

3,073    6  11 

1,691  17  3 

18    6  4 

24    0  0 

407  12    ^604  15  3 

5,819  18  2 

5  5 

12.90S  6  5 

DEPWADE,  THETFORD  and  WAYLAND  UNIONS.— On  the  25th  March,  1902,  the  Guiltcross  Union  was  dissolved,  and  the  parishes  comprising  it 
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NORFOLK — continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Other  Expenses. 


Whore  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


40  12  9 
34  11  11 


58    0  0 
72  0 
83  0 
0  0 


25  0  0 
21    0  0 


L01 


314    0  0 


2,485 
1,254 


300  9  0 
475  6  0 
282  10  0 


119    8  1 

112  13  6 

117  0  0 
106  11 

455  13  0 


31,003  14,889  45,892  15,633 


were  divided  between  these  thr 


!  9  10  3 


WALSINGHAM. 


3  16  8 

4  6  2 


104  0  0 
129    0  0 


95  0  0 
93  0 
85  0  0 
164  0  0 


404    0    0    9  8 


437  n  <> 


GREAT  YARMOUTH. 


44  10  6 

6  10  8 
5  6 

3    1  0 

59    8  5 


20  8  5 
20  4  11 
19  12  11 
15    8  11 

75  15  2 


512  12  0 
439  18  1 


5  0 

6  6 


66  0  0 
66  0  0 


628    9    7  19,935  0    6    8  8 


It  has  not  been  possible  to  obtain  the  figures  for  the  Cuiltcmss  Union  prior  to  its  dissolution. 


254  DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTS  OF 

The  Column  headed  "  Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O's."  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  officers.  The! 

Unions  the  information  was  not  complete  :  — Brackley,  Brixworth, 


1 

Foub  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

UNION. 

j  r*  Year. 

to  Total  Number  of  Primary 
Vaccinations. 

w  Total  Number  of 
Re- Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

^  _  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
t-1  and  Re-Vaccination. 

h-  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
and  Re-Vaccination  per  head,  j 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  ii 
also  D.M.O. 

<»  V.O. 

7. 

<p  Legal  Proceedings. 

1 
9. 

Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

i-1  Total  Remunera- 
•    tion  of  DM.O's. 

g  Average  Cost  per  | 

BRACKLEY. 

Area,  55,825  acres. 
Pop.,  10,717. 

Total  for  4  years 

BRIXWORTH. 

Area,  63,647  acres. 
Pop.,  11,820. 

fotal  for  4  years 

DAVENTRY. 

Area,  64,510  acres. 
Pop.,  17,205. 

Total  for  4  years 

HARDIN  GSTONE. 

Area.  32.924  acres. 
Pop.,  11,932. 

Total  for  4  years 

KETTERING. 

Area,  58,189  acres. 
Pop.,  48,093. 

i'otal  for  4  years 

NORTHAMPTON. 

Area,  19,315  acres. 
Pop.,  89,354. 

Total  for  4  years 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 

IS!  IS 
189i 

189( 
1S!)7 
lS'.I.S 

1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
180! 

167 
61 
139 

82 

167 
61 
139 

82 

£   s.  d. 

70    0  6 
32  15  6 
9    1  10 

£    s.  d. 

5    6  11 
40  12  9 
11    1  6 

5  10  0 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 
- 

£    s.  d. 

£   s.  d. 
- 

£   s.  d. 

5    6  11 
110  13  3 
43  17  0 
14  11  10 

s.  d. 
0  8 

36  3 
6  4 
3  7 

£    s.    d.s.  uJ 

449 

449 

111  17  10 

62  11  2 

174    9  0 

7  9 

119 
91 
40 
18 

- 

119 
91 
40 
18 

15  12  0 
11  15  6 

5    6  6 
2    9  6 

25    0  0 
25    0  0 
25    0  0 

4    2  5 

_ 

0  10  0 
0  10  0 
0  10  0 
0  10  0 

4    5  9 
3  13  10 
3  18  8 
1  16  3 

45    7  9 
40  19  4 
34  15  2 
8  18  2 

7  8 
9  0 
17  5 
9  11 

268 

268 

35    3  6 

79    2  5 

2    0  0 

13  14  6 

130   0  5 

9  8 

200 
119 
113 
104 

200 
119 
113 
104 

22  13  0 
19    6  6 
18    4  6 
7  16  6 

21  12  0 
19  12  4 
21    2  1 
13  10  1 

_ 

- 

7  18  9 

7  13 
6  17  6 

8  8  1 

- 

46    0  1 
46    4  1 
29  14  8 

5  3 

7  9 

8  2 
5  9 

315    5    0  1 
305    5   0  1 
311    3    0  1 
299    7    6  it 

536 

536 

68    0  6 

75  16  6 

30    5  7 

174    2  7 

1       :  1 
6    61,231   0  6  1 

72 
50 
31 
123 

- 

72 
50 
31 
123 

10  19  6 
5  15  6 
5  15  6 

14  16  0 

6    3  0 

4  12  0 
2  12  0 

5  12  0 

0  13  5 

0  15  5 

1  3  3 
1  17  6 

5  13  0 

4  10  0 

5  2  0 
5  10  0 

3  19  9 

4  4  1 
3  10  10 

3    9  5 

27    8  8 
19  17  0 
18    3  7 
31    4  11 

7  7 
7  11 
11  9 
5  1 

130    0   0  6 
130  10    6  69 
130    0    0  72 
130  10  610p 

276 

276 

37    6  6 

18  19    0    4    9  7 

20  15  0 

15    4  1 

96  14  2 

7    0  521    1   0  *76 

24 
5 
19 
96 

6 
5 
11 

30 
10 
30 
96 

1  0    0      10    0  0 

3   0  0 

2  0    0      16   0  0 
7    0    0      13    0  0 

_ 

19  0  0 

20  0  0 

21  0  0 
21    0  0 

30    0  0 
23    0  0 
39    0  0 
41    0  0 

20  0 
46  0 
26  0 
8  6 

357    0   0  1^ 
405    0   0  lp 
405    0    0  lp 
366    0   o|  ll 

144 

22 

166 

13    0   0      39   0  0 

81    0  0 

133    0  0 

16  0 

1,533  0  0  1(4 

30 
20 
32 
266 

S 
8 

38 
28 
32 
266 

3    5  0 

1  18  0 

2  10  0 

58  12  6 

14    1  10 
14  16  2 
11  17  5 

2    4  2 

13  15  0 
13  15  0 
13  15  0 
15    7  6 

35  14  1 

34  17  5 

35  13  11 
33  10  6 

66  15  11 
65    6  7 
63  16  4 
109  14  8 

35  2 
46  8 
39  11 
8  3 

- 

63    2   6  2,0 
141  12   6  3g 

348 

16 

364 

66    5  6 

42  19  7 

56  12  C 

139  15  11 

305  13  6 

16  10 

204  15   0  33 
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NORTHAMPTON. 


Four  Yeabs  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 

^  Total  Number  of  Primary 

•  Vaccinations. 

w  Total  Number  of 
•  Re-Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
t-  and  Re -Vaccination. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f°  and  Re -Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 
5. 

it 

7. 

po  Legal  Proceedings. 

i 

9. 

H  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

So' 

ja 

1  i 

13. 

_  Average  Cost  per 
Visit  of  D.M.O. 

30  160 

31  151 

32  252 
)3  159 

_ 

657 
51 

160 
151 
909 
210 

£   s.  d. 
32  17  7 

112  13  7 
240  13  0 

£    s.  d. 
21  19  0 

31  19  0 
33  13  9 

£    s.  d. 
- 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 
54  16  7 
91  12  8 
144  12  7 
274    6  9 

s.  d. 

6  10 
12  2 

3  2 
26  2 

£    s.  d. 
- 

s.  d. 

: 

m 

708 

1,430 

452    0  9 

113    7  10 

- 

565    8  7 

7  11 

- 

0  151 
'1  155 

2  286 

3  314 

: 

444 

55 

151 

155 
730 
369 

50    5  6 

189  18  0 
103  19  0 

9  19  0 
13  12  6 
10    6  0 
24  15  3 

42  14  7 

- 

- 

4    5  9 
3  10  11 
3  17  0 
3  12  10 

64  10  3 
70  18  5 
204    1  0 
175    1  8 

8  7 

9  2 
5  7 
9  6 

: 

906 

499 

1,405 

397  17  6 

58  12  9 

42  14  7 

15    6  6 

514  11  4 

7  4 

0  390 

1  236 
>  232 
3  309 

1 

234 
88 

392 
237 
466 
397 

122  17  6 

87  14  10 
174    3  4 

37    0  7 
46  15  0 
37    4  8 
45    0  6 

_ 

17    9  4 

- 

— 

159  18  1 
144  17  6 
124  19  6 

236  13  2 

8  2 
12  3 

5  4 
11  11 

295    0  0 
291  10  ( 

288    0  0 
286  12  2 

1  4 
1  4 
1  6 
1  9 

1,167 

325 

1,492 

482  18  2 

166    0    9       -         17    9  4 

1  I 

666    8  3 

8  11 

1,161  2  2 

1  5 

3  172 
124 
I  143 
!  624 

314 

653 

172 
124 
457 
1,277 

73    8  0 

54    9  2 
347  18  4 

43  17  1 
31    3  2 
.30  14  11 
41  14  11 

0    9  11 
0  12  4 

- 

4    3  8 

3  17  9 

4  5  1 
3  17  11 

121  18  8 
90  17  5 
89    9  2 

393  11  2 

14  2 
14  8 
3  11 

6  2 

132  10  6 

130  10  0 
130  10  0 

7  2 

6  3 

7  0 
6  4 

1,063 

967 

2,030 

530  19  S 

147  10  1 

1    2  3 

16    4  5 

695  16  5 

6  10 

523  10  6 

6  8 

>  360 
227 
1  484 
i  732 

5 

480 
171 

360 
232 
964 
903 

88    0  0 
209    0  0 
175    0  0 
419   0  0 

58    0  0 
62    0  0 
58    0  0 
92    0  0 

188    0  0 

20    0  0 

19  0  0 

20  0  0 
19    0  0 

166    0  0 
290    0  0 
253    0  0 
718    0  0 

9  3 
25  0 

5  3 
15  11 

392    0  0 

391    0  0 
377    0  0 

1  3 
1  4 
1  3 
1  2 

1,803 

656 

2,459 

891    0  0 

270    0  0 

188    0  0 

78    0    0  1,427    0  0 

11  7 

1,570  0  0 

1  3 

1(  317 
If  372 
K  1,100 

H  950 

9 

607 
326 

317 
381 
1,707 
1,276 

72  19  0 
137  17  6 
367    9  0 
309    2  0 

55    0  10 
46  15    6    .  - 
51    0  3' 
84    6  1 

37  16  4 

33  18  0 
32    8  9 
30  17  11 
29    5  10 

161  17  10 
217    1  9 
449    7  2 
460  10  3 

10  3 

11  5 

5  3 
7  3 

144  10  0 
212  12  6 

209  15  0 

210  12  6 

3  7 
2  0 
1  9 
1  8 

!  2,739 

942'  3,681 

887    7    6    237    2  81 

37  16  4 

126  10  6 

1,288  17  0 

7  0 

777  10  0 

2  0 

BRACKLEY. 


BEJXW0ETH. 


HARDMGST0NE. 


NORTHAMPTON. 


DEPARTMENTAL  COM  a)' ITT  KK  <)X   VACCINATION  EXPENSES: 


COUNTY  OF 


Area  69,516  acres. 
Pop.  10,487. 

Total  for  4  years 

PETERBOROUGH. 

Area  104,132  acres. 
Pop.  53,857. 

Total  for  4  years 

POTTERSPURY. 

Arei  24,373  acres. 
Pop.  13,759. 

Total  for  4  years 

THRAPSTW. 

Area  51,744  acres. 
Pop.  14,941. 

Total  for  4  years 

TOWCESTER. 

Area  42,457  acres. 
Pop.  10,720. 

Total  for  4  years 

WELLINGBOROUGH. 

Area  55,761  acres. 
Pop.  56,039. 

Tr  tal  for  4  years 
Total  for  the  County 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


M  Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

w  Total  Number  of 
Re-Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f  and  Re-Vaccination. 

Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
•    and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  ii| 
also  D.M.O. 

d 
> 

6. 

g. 
7. 

9°  Legal  Proceedings. 

1 

m  Miscellaneous 
p  Expenses. 

lb 

la 
1 1 

13.  . 

g 
I 

< 
U 

174 
194 
156 
180 

_ 

174 
194 
156 
180 

£    s.  d 

29  3  0 

30  3  6 
26    6  6 

£    s.  d 
14    5  7 
16    4  7 
9  18  1 

£    s.  d 

£    d.  s 
- 

£    s.  d 
3    7  6 
2  12  6 
2  17  6 

£    s.  d 
46  16  1 
49    0  7 

39  2  1 

40  15  2 

s.  d 
5  5 
5  1 
5  0 
4  6 

£    s.  d 
200  18  t 
193  15  C 
146    6  £ 

8 
9 
10 

704 

704 

120    6  6 

46    9  11 

8  17  6 

175  13  11 

5  0 

687  11  C 

9 

835 
712 
671 

585 

2 

835 
712 
671 

587 

84    0  6 
71  10  6 

68    3  6 

35    8  9 
29    6  4 
31    4  11 

3    0  9 

1  19  9 

2  11  2 

9  10  C 
8    0  C 
8    0  C 

18  16  1 

17  3  2 

18  0  9 

19  14  3 

150  16  1 

127  19  9 

128  0  4 
194  18  4 

3  7 
3  7 
3  10 
6  8 

475    3  C 
514    9  1 

546    6  2 

1 
1 
1 

2,803 

2,805 

349    0  8 

139    5  6 

9    4  1 

30  10  0 

73  14  3 

601  14  6 

4  3 

1,966  13  2 

1 

128 
133 
112 

128 
133 
112 

98 

15  0  0 

16  11  6 
14    8  0 

10    0  0 
10    0  0 
10    0  0 

: 

- 

5    8  10 
5    5  6 

4  12  6 

5  9  9 

30  8  10 

31  17  0 
29    0  6 
21    4  9 

4  9 

5  2 
4  4 

194    2  10 

194  17  C 
205  16  7 

195  14  C 

2 
2 
3 

471 

471 

54    4  6 

37  10  0 

- 

20  16  7 

112  11  1 

4  9 

790  11  5 

3 

40 
34 
21 

97 

- 

40 
34 
21 
97 

5    9  6 
4  13  0 
2  15  6 

3    1  0 
3    0  0 
1  16  10 

2    8  0 
2  10  6 

1  10  0 
1  10  0 
1  10  0 
1  10  0 

12    8  6 
11  13  6 
6    2  4 
47    0  1 

6    3  209  19  0 
6  10  210  17  6 
5  10  210    4  6 
9    8  207    6  0 

2 
2 
2 

192 

192 

52  18  6 

10  11  4 

0    4  7 

7  10  0 

6    0  0 

77    4  5 

8    1  838    7  0 

2 

33 
82 
55 
6 

33 
82 
55 
6 

3    4  6 
7  19  0 
6  18  0 
0  13  6 

10    0  0 
110  0 
7    0  0 
7    0  0 

- 

1  10  0 

2  2  0 
1  16  0 

4    1  11 

4  5  0 
3  13  8 

5  7  6 

18  16  5 

25    6  0 

19  7  8 
15    2  0 

11  5 

6  2 

7  1 
50  4 

176 

176 

18  15  0 

35    0  0 

7    9  0 

17    8  1 

78  12  1 

8  11 

30 

30 

0  5  2 

1  2  4 

0  8  6 

1  16  11 

0  16  0 
0  16  8 

6  16  0 
4  11  0 
4  11  0 
4*11  0 

21  9  0 

22  12  5 

22  14  0 

23  6  7 

28  10  2 

29  1  9 

28  10  2 

29  14  6 

19  10 

39  15  0 
38    5  0 
37  10  0 
46    0  0 

0 

3  ! 

2J 

30 

30 

3  12  11 

1  12  8 

20    9  0 

90    2  0 

115  16  7 

77  3 

161  10  0 

0 

6,397 

40 

6,437 

926  19  0 

590  18  4 

15  10  11 

175  11  1 

466  12  11 

2,175  12  3 

6  9 

7,934  9  1 

NORTHAMPTON— continued. 


APPENDIX. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


J  1 


>  a 
1  1 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


£  s. 


I.  s.  d. 


22  18 
19  15 


83  17  2 

83    1  10  9  2 

228    0    0  6 

119    8    G  8 

514    8    0  7 


149  9 

148  i  on 

130  12 
100  16 


588  19 


0  15 
0  17 


520  11 
361  18  10 


132  10  0 
119    6  9 


118  10  0  ;8 

52  14  0  22 

78  4  0  30  11  0 

194  14  7  34  10 


2    7     125  14 


84  18  0 
77  13 


49  16 
54  16 


1,435[   1,090  2,53! 


2,239!   1,411  3,050 


49  19  6 
103  0 

80  17  6 

638    8  0 


872    5  5 


23  11 

35  2 


20  14 
19  15 


4  12  4 
4  10 


13  11 
488  19  5  13  11 
675  0 
501  16    912  1 


415  13 
405  12 
427  12 


1  10  0 

1  10 

1  10 

1  10  0 


0  0 


111  13  2 
103  10  10 


23  16    6    0    7  4 

8  3  3 

9  10    3'    0    4  1 


47    8    3    0  11  5 


30  13  2 

28  14  6 

23    8  6 

82   0  9    3   0  ] 


164  16  11     3    0  11471  19  0 


2,019  19    1  8 


9    4      01    8  7 


3    1  10     113  0 


154    1  10  19  9 


PETERBOROUGH. 


POTTERSPURY. 


219  19  0 

212  15  0 

222  16  0 
234  10 


890    0  6 


1 10    0  0 

149  18  6 

206  12  0 

203    8  6 


19  0 


WELLINGBOROUGH. 


258 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


The  Column  headed  "Total  B enumeration  of  D.M.O.'s"  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  Officers.  Th« 

Unions  the  information  was  not  complete  : — BellixuhamB 


Area  99,044  acres. 
Pop.  23,660. 

Total  for  4  years 

BEDFORD. 

Area  39,539  acres. 
Pop.  5,187. 


BELLINGHAM. 

Area  246,580  acres. 
Pop.  6,341. 


BERWICK- ON  - 

TWEED. 

Area  53,468  acres. 
Pop.  19,491. 

Total  for  4  years 

CASTLE  WARD. 

Area  91,310  acres. 
Pop.  32,402. 


Area  147,942  acres. 
Pop.  8,770. 


Total  for  4  years 


Four  Yeaes  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


40  16  0 
46  2  lo| 
37  18  el 


29  16 
28  16 


2  10    117  19  8 


0  16  5 
4  15  1 


20  12 
12    6  0 
16  15 


20  18 
16  1 
19  8 
34  13  0 

91    1  0 


56  15  0 
47    2  6 


23  0 

11  8  0 

12  18  0 
19  15 

67    1  6 


10  0 

10  0  0 

10  0 

10  0 

40  0  0 


23  18  0 

24  0 

23  12  10 
28    8  1 


)  19  5 


9  19 
8  9 
8  13  10 


Is 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  i: 
also  D.M.O 


72  13  3 

68  15  3  ■ 

75  19  4  ! 
66  14 

284    2  6 


7  232  6  3  ll 

4  231  11  6  l| 

0  228  3  0  ll 

4    5\  231  15  6  ll 

4    71  923  16  3 111 


13  16  5  3 

13    3  5  5 

12    8  0  3  3 

6    0    0      19  13  0  5  0 

6    0    oj     59    0  10  4  2 


50  10 
50  10 


204    1    0  31 


10  15  0 

10  15  0 

10  15  0 
9  0 

41    5  6 


6  19 

8  3  10 

8  0  11 

9  6  0 

32  10  4 


31  18  6  5 

23    7  0  6 

27  19  6  5  8, 
15  18 

99    3  4 


62  11 
59  0 
61  17  3 


7  3 
10  5 


52  19  9  J 
54  13 


9  0  0 
9  10  0 


8  18  11 
8  16 
10    0  6 


156  12   0  { 

157  5 


104  16^  7 
106  19  11 


0  0 
0  0 
0  0 


3  14  0 
3  10 


42  19  11 
31  12 
31  13  0 
37  19 

144  4 


67  13 

65  13  6  I 

61  15  0  i 

58  10  0  i 

253  11  6  I 


NORTHUMBERLAND. 


APPENDIX. 


s  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the  D.M.O.  has  been  given.    In  the  following 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


32  5  11 
40  13  1 

37  16  8 


I  8. 


132  9  11 
177  11  7 
2G7  17  81 


Where  the  | 
Public 
Vaccinator  is  1 
also  D.M.O. 


d.l   £  ,  d  , 

5  226  3    Oj  1 

2  217  4    6j  1 

3  240  4    0  1 

1  224  15    Sj  1 

2  908    6  11!  1 


30  13 
20  15  0 
18  18  0 
55  10 


9  11 

13  8  0 

10  14  0 

13  15 


610 

0  8  8 


56  0  0  : 
51  16 


125  16  6 


173    5    3  7  6 


209    10  3  0 


30  6  0 
44    0  0 


8  17  3 
14  16  3 


0  18  10 
0  18 


I 

49  18  11!  8  3 

44  17    2  8  2 

40    2    l!  7 

59  14    7  8 


BELLINGHAM. 


194  12    9  ! 


54  9 
66  16 


37  10  10 
39  19 


102    8    215  9!    50  16 

100  16    016  0    52  10 

111  16    914  0;    50  13 

155    4    9|  8  8j    51  17 

|  I 

470    5    812  2  205  17    4!  2  10 


BERWICK-0N- 
TWEED 


112  11  0 

168    3  0 

210    3  6 

270    3  0 


71  15 
83  12 
95  17 


2  12 
2  11 


CASTLE  WARD. 


6  156  5  0  4 
9  10  156    0    0  4 


9    0  178  10    0  : 


761    0  6 


8    9  630  15    0  ; 


31  16  9 

26    6  0 

48  15  0 

56  14  0 


18  18  0, 
16  11  11 


2  16  11 

1  12 

2  11  1 

2  8  1 


53  11  81 

44  10  17  2 

69  14  7 

76  11  19  10 


58    0  0  I 

65  10  0 

69  12  6 

65  15  0  : 


163  11 


9    8  3 


244  7 


1  11  258  17    6'  1  31 


260 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  ! 


COUNTY  01 


Four  Yeaes  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator 
also  D.M.O 


1897 
1898 
1899 


HALT  WHISTLE . 

*.rea  96,323  acres. 
Pop.  8,502. 

Total  for  4  years 

HEXHAM. 

Area  205,847  acres. 
Pop.  34,711. 

Total  for  4  years 

MORPETH. 

Area  97,580  a< 
Pop,  55.744, 

Total  for  4  years 

NEWCASTLE-UPON- 
TYNE. 

Area  7,094  acres. 
Pop.  233,644. 

Total  for  4  years 

ROTHBURY. 


1896 

348 

1897 

248 

1898 

211 

1899 

241 

Area  167,874  acres. 
Pop.  5,994. 

Total  for  4  years 

TYNEM0UTH. 

Area  38,834  acres. 
Pop.  168,662. 

Total  for  4  years 

Total  for  the  County. 


2,97! 
2,796 


2  11 

2  19 


54  18  0 
53  16  0 


23  6 
27  14 


20.  14 
24  11 


49  10 
53  17 

52    9  3 


4  11  6 
0  13 


18  18  0 
18  18  0 


2,855 
2,972 
2,547 


25,591    1.004  •>n.5!i.-. 


209  19  0 
199  16  0 
199  8 


120  10  10 
119  12 


14  15 

14  3  0 

.15  13 

20  15 


11  0 
11    0  0 
11  0 


65    6  6 


155  18  9 
170  1 

139  19  0 

139    2  6 


605    1  3 


14  15 
13  12 


34  10 
49  17  0 
48    1    3 103 


]  10 
1  15  0 
1  10  0 


3  19 

4  6 

4    4  10 


2,5.51  12    6  1,914  14    2  82    1  10  11  10    1413  17 


14  10  0 
14  10  0 
14  10 
14  10 


58    0  0 


11  12 
11  11  10 


12  10 
91    4  10 


176  15    6  370    0  1 


1  16  1 

1  15  6 

2  1 


10  12 
15  6 


89  10 

96    3  6 

102    6  2 

78  14  1 


i  14  2 


107  15  9 

99  0  6 
92  1 

80    0  11 


378  18  11 


473  15  3 
492  18  10 


28  8  6 
30  9  3 
35    5  11 


354  13 
371  18 
308  15 
317  12  0 


53  8 
51  12 


236  10 
241  16 
232  17 
228  11 


122  0 
121  11 

128  10 
132  10 


504  11 


321    0  0 
304  17 
282  1 


82  15  0 
89   0  0 


387  6  0 
377    0  0 


3  10  1,521  17  0 


APPENDIX. 


NORTHUMBERLAND.— confine. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


i-9 


34 


3,315 
3,867 
4,467 


3,440 
4,027 
4,617 
4,526 

i  16,610 


£  s.  d 
31  16  6 
41  18  0 
36  0  0 
40  14 

150    8  6 


149  17 
178  15 
185  18  0 


1,072  19 
1,234  0 


Other  Expenses. 


s.  d.'  £   a.  d. 

I 

4    3  0  17  C 

'  0  16  3 


29  10 
48  10 
39  16 


0  10  6 
0  11 


77  13 
84  12  10 
82  10  0 


1,245  19    0    356    3  7 


2,393 
2,304 
2,321 


2,395  1 

2,316 

2,345 


I  43,06513,884  1 


284  10  10 
327  14 


20  3 
17  13 


389  15 
382  17 
402  13 
492  12 


0  12 
2    9  0 


2  10  0 
1  10 


17  17 
17  17 

13    4   0  22  4 


Si 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


12  13 
10  19 


14  9 
103  14  9 
116  10 
100  8 


1  13  3 
1  10  10 


s.  dJ  s.  dj     £   s.  d. 


43  19    2  9  9 
54  15    4  9 
47    9  11  9 


50  16 
50  11 


194  18  11 
190  17 
240  17  11 
242  13 

869    7    3  ' 


298  18 
323    9  lo!  ! 
438  16    6  1 


204    1    0  1  10 


;  242  ii  o  : 

236    0   0  ] 


540  17  10  7  1 


126  10  0 

127  10  0 
124  0 


1,470  1 
1,666  19    9  ! 
1,778  1 


287  17 
232  15  11 


945  14  10,  1  6 


56  4  811 
88    8  218  10 

57  3  311  1 
200  17  61 

402  13  7'l0    61  332  14 


82  16  8  5  9 
78  10    0  5  7 


HALT  W  B ISTLE. 


NEWCASTLE-UPON- 
TYNE. 


TYNEMOUTH. 


1  11  8 
1,371    0    611  10 
i  11    611  10 
'  16  7 


412  11  8 

410    1  0 

401  13  0 

7    2|  412    1  0 


1  2 
1  1 
1  2 


5  6,093  7 


9    9  1,636  6  8 


3  561    3    8  18,852  9    81  8    9  6,806  3  10 


10). 


M  M 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


The  Column  headed  "  Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O's."  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  thei 

In  the  following  Unions  such  information  was  not 


UNION. 

Four  Yeabs  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

[umber  of  Primary 
itions. 

rumber  of 
cinations. 

[umber  of  Operations. 

Totai  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

i  Cost  of  Vaccination 
■Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

Si 
§ 

S 

8. 

ost  of  Vaccin 
■Vaccination. 

lb  bi 

u  ?s 

i. 

2. 

t  « 
8  i 

3. 

H 
4. 

> 
CM 

5. 

6  > 

> 

6. 

7. 

10. 

~J 
0  ^ 

H  § 
11. 

!* 
12. 

13.  14 

*BASFORD. 

Area,  90,315  acres. 
Pop.,  146,747. 

1896 
1807 
1898 

2,288 
671 

Z 

2,291 
1,659 
671 

£     s.  d 

189    0  C 
71    0  C 

£     s.  d 

83    0  0 
36    0  0 

£    s.  d 

21    0  C 
20    0  C 

£    s.  d 

- 

£    s.  d 

£    s.  d 
97    0  C 
88    0  C 
88    0  C 

£     s.  d 
442    0  C 
381    0  C 
215    0  0 

s.  d 
3  1C 

6  5 

526    0    0,  1  ; 
494    0    o'  1 

Total  for  4  years. 

BINGHAM. 

Area,  69,231  acres. 
Pop.,  13,753. 

1899 

1896! 
1897 
1898 

1,319 

1,319 

142    0  C 

135    0  0 

17    0  C 

94    0  C 

388    0  0 

5  11 

529    0    0  1 
2,102  0  ,  0  1 

5,937 

3 

5,940 

628    0  0 

349    0  0 

82    0  C 

367    0  C 

1,426    0  0 

4  10 

175 
155 
146 

175 
155 
146 

20  15  6 
18  19  6 
17    2  0 

8  13  3 
8  10  11 
7  12  10 

0  18  0 
0  17  3 
0  19  3 

6    0  0 
6    0  0 
6    0  0 

4  10  8 
4  12  5 
4  15  10 

40  17  5 
39    0  1 
36    9  11 

4  8 

5  0 
5  0 

103    0  Oli 
111    0    0  2 

Total  for  4  years. 

EAST  RETFORD. 

Area,  92,777  acres. 
Pop..  25,619. 

1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 

183 

183 

16  10  0 

8    9  4 

1    4  2 

6    0    oj    4    3    8j     36    7  2 

4  0 

102    0    0  2i 

659 

-    |  659 

73    7  0 

33    6  4 

3  18  8 

24   0    0'  18    2  7 

1 

152  14  7 

4  8 

419  10    6  2  ! 

444 

395 
395 

3 
3 

447 

398 
396 

43    5  6 

41  5  4 

42  12  11 

22  5  1 

23  11  5 

24  7  3 

17  0  0 

18  0  0 
18    0  0 

10    2  3 
10    5  6 
9  16  7 

92  12  10 

93  2  3 

94  16  9 

4  2 
4  8 
4  9 

219  12    6  1  , 
214    0    0  1 
212  18    6  1  • 

Total  for  4  years. 

MANSFIELD. 

Area,  57,805  acres. 
Pop.,  81,618. 

1899 

1890 
ls<  (7 
1898 

482 

3 

485 

30    0  6 

20    9  0 

18    0  0 

9  19  5 

78    8  11 

3  3 

209  10    0  1 

1,716 

10 

| 

1,726     157    4  3 

90  12  9j 

71    0  0 

40    3  9 

359    0  9 

4  2 

856    1    0  1 

975 
940 
581 

2 

975 
942 
581 

88  12  0 
114    8  0 
63    3  0 

26    1  11 

39    7  7 
25  19  6 

1    2  0 
9  13  3 

21  12  0 
27    1  6 

22  2  0 

35  17  2 
37    5  3 
37    2  10 

172    3  1 
219    4  4 
158    0  7 

3  6  227  13    6  3 

4  8;  244    8    9  3 

5  5!  241  19  11  2M. 

Total  for  4  years. 

NEWARK. 

Area,  96,810  acres. 
Pop.,  30,871. 

1899 

1896 
1897, 
1898 

745 

8 

753 

44    3  9 

16    1  8 

5  12  10 

20  10  5 

38    4  11 

124  13  7 

3    41  246    2    6  2 II 

3,24l|  10 

3,251 

310    6  9 

107  10  8 

16    8  1 

91    5  11 

148  10  2 

674    1  7 

 1  . 

4    2  930    4    8  3>| 

588 
571 
538 

5 
7 
5 

593 
578 
543 

47  17  6 
45  12  6 
41  12  0 

27  13  6 
23    5  9 
30    5  1 

2    8  7 
2  12  2 
2  14  5 

8  11  4 
5  15  0 

2    2  0 
1  19  0 
1  19  0 

10    9  10 
10    7  3 
10  11  2 

90  11    ^  3    1  233  17    6,'  1  J. 
92    8    0  3    2  228    8    0  l| 
92  16    81  3    5  232    9    0  11 

^NOTTINGHAM 

(Parish). 

Area,  10,935  acres. 
Pop.,  239,743. 

1899| 

328 

4 

332 

29  14  6 

18    2  3 

2  16  '  7 

14  6 

1  19  0 

10    7  4 

63  14    2  3  10 

222  16   0!  If 

2,025 

21 

2,046 

164  16  6 

99    6  7 

10  11  9 

15    0  loj    7  19  0 

41  15  7 

!  1 
339  10    3  3  4 

917  10  ej  11 

1896 
1897, 
189S 

907 
644 
403 

1 
1 

907 
645 
404 

68    0  6 
48    7  0 
31  17  6 

74    7  2 
61  10  11 
41    5  8 

30    0  0 
30   0  0 
33    0  0 

79    0  9 
75  16  4 
84    0  4 

251    8  5 
215  14  3 
190    3  6 

6  8 
9  5 

fl 

160  19    6  21 
148  11    6  2|  . 
142  11    6  2|  h 

Total  for  4  years. 

1399  601 

603]     59  18  0 

85    4  7 

16  10  0 

97    0  10 

258  13  5 

8  7 

130  18   0  2$  <j 

4 

2,559j    208    3  0 

262    8  4 

- 

09  10  0 

35  18  3 

915  19  7 

'  2 

583    0    6  2$  || 

*  BASFORD  UNION  AND  PARISH  OF  NOTTINGHAM  :  In  March,  1899,  severs 


NOTTINGHAM, 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


3  5 
H03 


2* 

si 


3,011 
2,381 
3,495 


686  0 
800    0  0 
772    0  0 


230  0  0 

231  0  0 


5,545,  1,346    0  0 


5  0  0' 

)  1,097  ' 

)  1,070  0  0  i 

)  1,697  0  0  i 


542  0 
500  0 


1  0 
1  1 


I  14,432  3,604    0  0 


0  4,839    0    0  ' 


23  0 
26  14  7 


0  10  7 

0  8  9 

0  12  2 

0  8  10 


106  17  610 
106  13  411 


102  10 

102    0  0! 


183  12    0,  7    9  : 


2    0  4 


28  16  10 
35  17 

28  15  1 

29  12 


9  0 
8  17  10 


214  10 
10  0 

216  10  0 

215  13  0 


EAST  RETFORD. 


123    1  4 


855 


1,627 
1,564 


551  18 
761  14 


110  18  9 
148  11 


2  1 
1    6  0 
1  12 


49  17  9 
43  12  10 

46  19  0 

47  11 


665  8  11  : 
748    6    6  ! 


258  13 

0  0 


2  7 

2  6 

2  7 

2  7 


18    0    7    8  11 


1    0  3 


7  10  1,001  19  3  ; 


273  17 
335    1  0 


2  17  4 

2  19  3 

3  4  2 


10    5  7|  161    6    6  7 

5  10  117    8    8  4 

10  15  11  325  13  11  6 

17  11  5  387  14  913 


236  17  6 
232  12 

230  18  6 

:  246  15  0 


NEWARK. 


947 


2,722 
2,847 


3,101 
7,414  1 


443  15 
238  18 
256  16  9 


1,437  6 
1,298  15 


i  400  18 
502    0  0 


103  9 
134  18    8  2 


NOTTINGHAM 

(Parish). 


456  19    2  6,543  15    8  8    1 2,203   9  6 


parishes  veers  transferred  from  the  Basford  Union  to  the  Parish  of  Nottingham. 
169. 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


Area,  118,468  acres 
Pop.,  19,114. 


Total  for  4  years. 


Area,  79,946  acres. 
Pop.,  39,240. 


Total  for  4  years. 


Total  for  the  County 


£  s.  d. 

28  11  6 

28  19  0 

25  17  6 

18  0  0 


11  11  11 

12  12 


6  16  11 
6    9  11 
3    1    o!    6  3 


48  15 
50    1  10 
47  14 


S.  d.  £  6. 

3  10  258  13 

4  2  255  12 
6  2  250  18 
4    6  250  9 


101 


4    61,015  13  8 


1  14 
1  12 


16  10  0 

17  9 


10   2,717    393  5 


130  15   2    6  15  3 


66  18    0101  15 


32  5  11 
17  11  11 
19  10  10 


172  1  8 
160  7  1 
144  17  2 


699    9    5  5    2  627  14  0 


137  10 
148  17 


15   0  10382    1  111,079  9  1  4,750  15    81  4  107,481  14  10 


J"  O  T  T  IN  GH  AM— con  tinned. 
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Foue  Yeabs  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


41  11 

49  17 


1,174 
1,394 


53  15  0  1 

68  1  9j  1  13  0 

76  18  3  1  12 

78  19  9  1  7 


277  14    9    5  16  1 


i  50,609  14,551  14  10  3 


s.  d. 

6  6    7,    136  16  1 

7  15  2  143  4  8 
6  5  5  175  13  11 
6    3  11    216    4  1110  11 


I  11    1    671  19  7 


£   s.  d,  s.  i 

250    3  0;  3 

253  14  6  3 

268    9  0  3  3 

252    7  C  3  1 


21,024  14    0'  3  2 


10  13  0 
17  19  9 
19  11  11 


9    0    01,095  12  7 


344  3  9 
471  10  1 
553  19  2 


9  0  188 

9  3  186  12  6 

8  0  179  5 

7  11  201  10-  0 


8    5  755  13    0  ! 


19,297  8    5  7    89,329  3  3 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


The  column  headed  "Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O's.  "  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  officers.  The1 

Unions  the  information  was  not  complete  : — Banbury, 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


Where  tht 
Public 
Vaccinator 
also  D.M.C 


Area  78,487  acres. 
Pop.  28,553. 

Total  for  4  years 
BICESTER, 

Area  66,086  acres. 
Pop.  12,432. 

Total  for  4  years 

CHIPPING  NORTON. 

Area  72,511  acres. 
Pop.  16,003. 

Total  for  4  years 

HEADINGTON. 

Area  29,093  acres. 
Pop.  38,584. 

Total  for  4  years 

HENLEY. 

Area  59,540  acres. 
Pop.  23,826. 

Total  for  4  years 


Area  1,720  acres. 
Pop.  22,994. 


Total  for  4  years 


3  4 
64    3  6 


10  18  7j  35  19  1 

11  17  1  116  10  1 
10    4  0  36  11  6 

13    3  6^  48    4  5 


2    237    5    1  5  1ft 


37  0  6 
31  15  0 
37  15  6 


9  0  8' 
12    3  2 


28  19  6 
13  12  0 
50  15  6 


2  7  2 

3  9  7 
2  0  10 
1  19  5 


I  17    0    0  10  0 


:.  12  10      53  1 1  6 


3  13  "I  52  10 
3  14  ll|     64  13 


15    0  10,    219    5  10 


73  0  0 
63  0  0 
86    0  0 


23  0  0 
30    0  0 


0  0 
0  0 


6  1  11 
5  11 


0  0 
0  0 


60  9 
74  11 


1  14 
4  11 


27  17  111  0 

23  14  11  1 

26  3  5  1    0  9 

22  9  7j  1  8 


100    5  10;    3  15  8 


32  15 
34  18  10 
21  19 


82  12    4    123  15  1 


0  11 

1  11 
1  11 
1  II 


14    0    0    111    0  0 


12   0    0,    130    0  0 


50    0    0.    458    0  0 


4  4'  265  2 
4  4  265  0 
4    7  257    0  0 


4  101,060  13  0 


78  10  11 
70  14  9 

66  6  4 
52    3  7 


267  15  7 


35  15  8 

37    6  6 

72    4  2 

61    1  1 


206    7  5 


117  11  0 
124  13  11 


'  OXFORD   INCORPORATION.— The  number  of  vaccinations  p^ormed  by  and  the  f« 
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OXFORD. 

remuneration  is  only  shown  in  those  cases  where  information  as  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the  D.M.O.  has  been  given.  In  the  following 
Chipping  Norton,  Henley,  Oxford,  and  Woodstock.  


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Da? 


s 

*  i 

6.2 

J.J 
S  1 

!'l 

15 

2. 

3. 

311  13 
166  4 

129  12 


198  101  2  6 

246  117  16  0 

458    '  671  248  6  0 

843    1,085  345  7  6 


1,302   2,200,    812  12  0 


158  17 
74    7  10 

52  10  8 


23  15 

28    3  0 

24  19  0 

28  2 


105    0  0 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


12  11  1 
10  9 


5  11 
3  7 
9  16  0 


119  10 
172  16 
196  18  0 
241  14 


730  18  0 


175  0  0 
544  0 


126  11  10 
173  3  11 
120  18  0 


38  16  9 
59  19  10 
41  2 


£    s.  d.  s.  d. 

489  19  4  8  I 

251    1  10  7  e 

191    2  11  3  C 

856  11  6  12  1 


135  0  613  8 
149    6  912 


163  8  912  3 

237  9  512  1 

242  16  610  8 

283  17  910  4 


927  12  5 


50  0  0 
49    0  0 


45    0  11 

69    6  6 


155  14 
168  9 
362    9  0 


34  16  3 
33  14  1 


0  0 

0  0 

0  0 

0  0 


J  18  0 
3  11  5 
2  15  4 
2  18  11 


11    3  8 


12  0 
12  0 


239  0  0 

238  0  0 

C07  0 

340  0 


1,264  14  1 


11  2 


912  6 
1   1  11 

8  18  10 


18    4    0    414    7  1 


18    4   01  997 


249    0  0 
249  10  0 
252  0 
261  11 


116  13 
132  14 


252  0 
258    0  0 
245    0  0 


6    51,005  0  0 


564  14  0 
560  12 
560  12 


CHIPPING  NORTON. 


HEADINGT0N. 


OXFORD 

(Incorporation). 


iaid  to  the  District  P.  V.  for  the  years  1896  and  1897  are  not  known. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  ' 


COUNTY  01 


UNION 

1 

Four  Years  bndbd  Lady-Day,  1899. 

^  Total  Number  of  Primary 
■  Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of 
•  Re-Vaccinations. 

rf»  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

„  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f  and  Re-Vaccination. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  S 
Public 
Vaccinator  ; 
also  D.M.0 

CM 

5. 

d 

6. 

S 
I 
7. 

po  Legal  Proceedings. 

OS 
9. 

_  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

U  l 
it 

II  1 

13. 

THAME. 

Area  58,335  acres. 
Pop.  13,023. 

Total  for  4  years 

WITNEY. 

1890 
1807 
IS9S 
I  Sill) 

245 
158 
253 
390 

2 

245 
158 
253 
392 

£    s.  d 
36    0  0 
24   0  0 
38    0  0 
58    0  0 

£    s.  d 

23  0  0 
26    0  0 

24  0  0 
30    0  0 

£    s.  d 
2   0  0 
2    0  0 

2  0  0 

3  0  0 

£    s.  d 

£  s.  d 
4  0  C 
4  0  0 
4  0  0 
4    0  0 

£    s.  d 

3  0  0 

4  0  0 

4   0  0 

68    0  0 
60    0  0 
71    0  0 
99    0  0 

s.d. 
5  7 
7  7 
5  7 
5  1 

£    s.  d.|  1 

481    0    0!  A 
483    0    0|  1 
478    0    o!  1 

1,046 

2 

1,048 

156    0  0 

103    0   0    9    0  0 

- 

16    0  0 

14   0  C 

298    0  0 

5  8 

1,905  0   0  4 

1 

Area  77,795  acres. 
Pop.  19,281  acres. 

Total  for  4  years 

WOODSTOCK 

L896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

413 
388 
380 
321 

31 

- 

444 

380 
321 

47    0  0 

42  9  6 

43  18  0 

44  5  0 

19    9  4 
17  19  5 
16  10  1 
13  15  1 

1  13  4 
1  15  0 
1    5  4 
1    7  7 

- 

7    5  9 
9    2  0 
6  16  2 
6  15  2 

75    8  5 
71    5  11 

68    9  7 
66    2  10 

3  5 
3  8 

3  7 

4  1 

547    4   0  JiJ 
509    1    6|  :i( 
568  16   0  ;j 
572    0   0|  H 

1,502  31 

1 

1,533     177  12  6 

67  13  11 

6    1  3 

29  19  1 

281    6  9 

3  8 

2,257  1    6j  1 

Area  47,854  acres. 
Pop.  12,071. 

Total  for  4  years 

Total  fi  r  the  County 

1890 
1897 
L898 
1899 

239  - 
236  - 
207      -  : 
283^  - 

239 
236 
207 
283 

30    5  0 
29  14  0 
26    5  2 
60    9  0 

12  14  8 
14    5  0 

12  7  9 

13  13  10 

2  16  0 
6    4  0 
5   0  6 
2  15  6 

1  13  4 

1  19  2 

2  9  8 
2  14  0 

47    9    o|  4  0 
52    2    2  4  5 
46    3    li  4  6 
79  12    4  5  8 

965  - 

965 

146  13  2 

53    1  3 

16  16  0 

8  16  2 

225    6    7  4    8        -  ' 

10,392 

72 

10,464 

1,337  12  6 

814  12  5 

36  13  11 

17    6  0 

23    6  0 

212  15  8 

2,442    6  6 

4  J 

3,648  13  10  | 
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OXFORD — continued. 


i  Uuy-Oay,  1903. 


Other  Exper 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  ia 
also  D.M.O. 


£  s.  d 

34  0  C 

28  0  0 

30  0  0 

34  0 


3  0  0 

3  0  0 

3  0  0 

3  0  0 


0  0 
0  0 
0  0 


£  s.  d. 

131  0 

122  0    0  ) 

144  0 

395  0 


1  484  0  0  4  V 

2  481  0  0(  4  I 

3  470  0  0  4 
0  483  0  0,  4 


1,754    635    0    0    126    0    0,  12    0  0 


19    0    o;    792    0  0 


9    01,918  0    0  4 


395  176  14  8  28  12 

369  160  13  8  27  19 

403  155  17  4  29  18 

1,464  420  9  6  50  18 


211  16    6  1 
194  13 
192    0  11 
476  19 


2,631    913  15    2    137    8  11, 


444  10  6 
443    3    0  • 
446  9 
434  13 

8    21,768  16  6  : 


123  14  61  32    2  3! 

107  14  6  25  10  6 

273  14  Oj  28  10  6 

246  7  0  26  19  0 


4  10  4  162  12    1  13  11 

3  13  0  139  18    0  12  9 

3  16  4  306    5    4  9 

3  11  11  276  17  11 [  8 


751  10    0    113    2  3 


15  11  7 


I  13    4  10  0 


25,773^8,166    7    6  1,622    3  11 


267  15    9  10,120  8  10 


7  10  8,469  13  1< 


N  N 


270  DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


The  Column  headed  "Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O.'s  "  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  th? 

Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


COUNTY  OF 


Area  58,001  acres. 
Pop.  10,445. 

Total  for  4  years 

UPPINGHAM. 

Area  50,699  acres. 
Pop  10,297. 

Total  for  4  years 
Total  for  the  County. 


22  2 

25  0  8 

20  8  0 

46  7  8 

113  18  10 


9  1  8 
7  7 


0  15  6 
0  17  0 


3    8  7 
3  9 
3  15  3 


36  18  1 
32  11  11 

63  2 


>  13    9    366  10  10  ■ 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


170  11 

174    S    0  I 


82  12  6  I 
85  15   0  I 
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RUTLAND. 


3  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the  D.M.O.  has  been  given.     In  the  following  lTr. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


J  | 

1  SL 

9. 

10. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


324  12  6 
61  6 


24  16 
24  17 


3  11 

2  14  10 

3  12 


117  19    4  10  2 
105    2  10 
353    0  11 


166  18 
173  1 


123  15 
97  10  0 


1,415    731    4    9      41    9    2    0  17  11 


3,075, 1,277  17    3    147    5    2    0  17  11 


UPPINGHAM 


4  12  0 

3    6  2 

2  18  1 

2  19  3 

13  15  6 


138  11 
111    7  11 

236  13 
300  14  5 


213  5 
14  1 
1011  0 


787    7    411  2 


89    4  5 

83  12  6 
82  10  0 

84  5  0 

539  11  11 


9    511,017  0  11 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  . 


COUNTY  OF 


The  Column  headed  "  Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O.'s"  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  OftVer 

Union  the  informatio 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


61 


Where  th« 
Public  I 
Vaccinator 
also  D.M.C 


Area  130,653  acres. 
Pop.  49,445. 

Total  for  4  years 

BRIDGNORTH. 

Area  71,954  acres. 
Pop.  14,482. 

Total  for  4  years 

CHURCH  STRETTON. 

Area  48,085  acres. 
Pop.  5,293. 

Total  for  4  years 


*CLE0BTJRY 

MORTIMER 


Area  57,652  acres. 
Pop.  8,870. 

Total  for  4^years 

CLUN. 

Area  86.553  acres. 
Pop.  8,490. 

Total  for  4  j  ears 


Area  65,046  acres. 
Pop.  13,849. 


Total  for  4  years 


85  13 
124  9 

88  10  6 

86  18 


30  0  0 
30  0  0 
22  10  0 


8  6  0 

9  10  10 


385  11  11 


£  t.  d. 
18  6 


34  12 
34  0 
29  18  0 


14  13  0 

31  16  3 

14  12  0 

15  14  8 


13  0  3 
12  16 

11  13  5 

14  14  8 


76  15  11 


52    4  9 


21  16  6 
19  14 

18  19  0 

15  10  6 


76    0  6 


16  5  0 
15  16  6 
12    1  6 


15  16 
28  18 


20  6  11 
24  2  10 
18  11  5 


726       26  75: 


10    8     2  0 


5  13 
5    9  10 


27  13 
44  12  8 

26    5  5 


3    0  0 

2  19  0 

2  18  0 

2  17  9 


11  14  9 


5  12 
7    0  0 
5  10  0 


31  0  3 

32  13 


4  18  2 
3  18  1 


2  15 

3  0  0 


125  10 
115  15 


44  19  0 
71  16 


11  12  10|  25  14    8     228  15  11  6    1  477  11    6  jjj 


*  CLEOBURY  MORTIMER  UNION  — The  Primary  Vaccinations  have  not  fcei 
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SALOP. 

remuneration  is  only  shown  in  thos3  cases  where  information  as  to  fie  number  of  visits  made  by  the  D.M.O.  has  been  given.  In  the  EllbsmerE 
was  not  complete. 


.bourn  Vears  eni»ed  Lady-Day,  1903. 

UNION. 

^  Total  Number  of  Primary 
'  Vaccinations. 

w  Total  Number  of 
Re-Vaccinations. 

*•  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
r  and  Re-Vaccination. 

Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
!°  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 

5. 

d 
> 

6. 

g 

8 
CM 

1 

8. 

Miscellaneous 
®  Expenses. 

_  Total  Remunera- 
f*5  tion  of  D.M.O.'s. 

°C 
14. 

too 

101 
10-2 
103 

00 
01 
02 
02 

1,045 
843 
965 

13 
22 
1,266 

1,058 
865 
2,231 

£    s.  d. 
47  3    9  6 
395    0  8 

803    7  5 

£    s.  d. 

97    6  3 
100  17  6 
100    1  0 

£    s.  d. 

9  13  5 
11    4  6 
7  14  6 

- 



- 

£    s.  d. 
15  16  0 
14  18  0 

34    5  6 

£    s.  d. 
618  10  2 
516  18  4 
524    5  2 
936    9  5 

s.  d. 
11  8 
11  11 

4  8 
11  8 

£    s.  d. 
548  16  0 
568  14  6 
560    4  0 

s.  d. 
2  3 
2  3 

5  2 

6  1 

ATCHAM. 
BRIDGNORTH. 

3,725 

2,031 

5,756' 

2,049  1  5  3 

417  11  5 

38  10  5 

90    6  0 

2,596    3  1 

9  0 

2,229  8  6 

3  3 

304 
306 
302 

3 

322 

307 
369 
624 

93  12  0 
99    1  0 

109  10  0 

22  17  9 
21  13  6 
21    3  1 

21    2  0 

0    6  0 

0    5  0 

- 

- 

- 

5    9  3 
5    2  8 
5    2  0 

121  19  0 
125  17  2 
177    6  7 
135  12  1 

7  11 

8  2 
5  8 
7  3 

126    3  0 
122    1  0 
121    1  0 

8  11 

9  1 

7  8 

86  16    4l    0  11  0 

1,201 

415 

1,616 

452  18  6 

1 

20    9  0 

560  14  10 

6  11 

492    5  0 

8  11 

CHTTRCH  STRETT0N. 

00 
'01 
02 
03 

140 
96 
116 

138 

140 
97 
254 

51    9  0 
35  18  0 

46  15  6 

14  16  4 

12    2  2 

14  2  3 

15  12  6 

66    5    4  9  5 
48    0    2   9  11 
88    8    9   7  0 
62    8    0  9  9 

186    8  0 
174  10  0 
172  10  0 

22  7 
22  4 

22  5 

450 

170 

620 

208    9  0 

56  13  3 

265    2    31,  8  7 

704  18  0 

22  6 

CLE0BURY 

MORTIMER. 

)0 

)] 

)2 
)3 

- 

149 
107 
148 

250 

75  11  0 

82    3  0 

111  18  0 

13  14  6 

14  3  2 

11  14  3 

12  6  9 

2  18  0 

3  4  3 
3    5  9 
3    4  9 

92    3  6 
99  10  6 
89    9  0 
127    9  6 

12  4 

11  10 

12  1 
10  0 

80    0  0 
80    0  0 
80    0  0 
80    0  0 

5  4 
5  4 

5  4 

! 

tl 

)2 

113 

720 

344    1  0 

51  18  9 

12  12  9 

408  12  6 

11  4 

320    0  0 

5  4 

CLU1L 

179 
163 

233 
232 

1 

2 
77 
43 

180 
165 
310 

275 

69    9  0 
61  15  0 
111  18  6 
96  10  0 

14   9  9 
11    9  3 

19  10  3 

20  5  3 

3    8  11 
2    9  11 

2  11  1 

3  8  8 

87    7  8 
75  14  2 
133  19  10 
120    3  11 

9  9 
9  2 
8  8 
8  9 

110    4  6 
no  7  ( 
101  12  6 
109  17  6 

2  2 
2  6 
2  8 
2  6 

1 

lie 

h 

K 

]■: 

807 

123 

930 

339  12  6 

65  14  6 

-       1  - 
1 

11  18    7J    417    5  7 

9  0 

432    2  0 

DRAYTON. 

183 
195 
196 
275 

187 
321 

183 
195 

383 
596 

68    2  6 
74    5  0 
111    5  0 
176    7  6 

29    0  10 
32  14  6 

26    3  6 
38  13  0 

0  10  0 
0  14  0 

0    9  0 
0  16  0 

5  14  9 
5    0  8 
5    1  7 
5    1  0 

103    8  1 
112  14  2 
142  19  1 
220  17  6 

11  4 
11  7 

122  13  6 
114    8  6 
114  11  6 
126  11  6 

2  4 
2  0 
2  2 

849 

508 

1,357 

430    0  0 

126  11  10 

2    9  0 

J  20  18    Oi    579  18  10 

8  7 

478    5  0 

Mbguished  from  the  Re- Vaccinations,  the  total  number  of  operations  only  being  shown. 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


county  o: 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

Where  the 
Si  Public 

UNION 

1 

1. 

Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of 
j  •  Re-Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of  Operation 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

>  1 

1  1 
P> 
O  o 
-  p2 

11. 

il 

Vaccinator  \ 
also  D.M.O. 

&5 

$ 
I 

oo  Legal  Proceedings. 

<o  Rent. 

_  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

Si 

<  s 

12. 

go 
5S 

Jo 

1  § 

£    s.  d. 
199  15  0 
197  15  0 
212  18  0 
212  12  6 

£ 

s. 

31 
31 
3! 
31 

31 

ELLESMERE. 

Area,  79,409  acres. 
Pop.,  14,480. 

Total  for  4  years 

LUDLOW. 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

238 
271 
270 
286 

1 

238 
271 
270 
287 

£    s.  d. 
23    4  6 
25  17  6 
23    1  6 
36    7  6 

£    s.  d. 
15    0  0 
15  13  0 
15  12  C 
28    6  1 

£    s.  d. 
- 

- 

£  s.  d. 
2  0  0 
2  0  0 
1  10  0 

£    s.  d 

£    s.  d. 
40    4  6 
43  10  6 
40    3  6 
64  13  7 

s.  d. 
3  5 
3  3 
3  0 

1,065 

1 

1.066 

108  11  0 

74  11  1 

_ 

188  12    13  6 

823    0  6 

Area,  85,696  acres. 
Pop.,  18,392. 

Total  for  4  years 

MADELEY. 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

333 
312 
282 
32f 

- 

1 

333 
312 
282 
327 

32    3  0 

26  5  6 
28  12  6 

27  1  0 

28    0  9 
26  15  2 

24  19  4 

25  11  10 

- 

0  15  0 

0  15  0 

1  0  0 
0  10  0 

5  11  3 

6  0  3 
5  12  6 
5  17  6 

66  10  0 

59  15  11 

60  4  4 
59    0  4 

4  0 

3  10 

4  3 
3  7 

352  10  0 
357  11  0 
368  10  0 
364    0  0 

C> 
03 
08 

cs 
rs 

1,25; 

1 

1,254 

114    2  0 

105    7  1 

_ 

3    0  0 

23    1  6 

245  10  7 

3  11 

1,442  11  0 

Area,  28,468  acres. 
Pop.,  23,845. 

Total  for  4  years 

NEWPORT. 

1896 
1897 
1898 
189! 

477 
462 
454 
309 

- 

477 
462 
454 
309 

40  16  0 
39  10  6 
38    4  6 
27  15  0 

22  7  0 

23  6  6 
22    2  9 
25  18  11 

0  10  0 

0  10  0 

1  0  0 

8  16  0 
8  16  C 
8  16  C 
8  19  3 

72    9  0 
72    3  0 
70    3  3 
62  13  2 

3  0 
3  1 

3  1 

4  1 

145    5  0 
161    0  0 
148    5  0 
139  15  0 

5 
£ 

1,702 

1,702 

146    6  0 

93  15  2 

2    0  £ 

35    7  3 

594    5  0 

Area,  48,217  acres. 
Pop.,  13,561. 

OSWESTRY. 

1896 
1897 
1898 
189! 

25; 

247 

27; 
203 

257 
247 
273 
203 

34  14  0 
31    9  0 

35  15  6 
29    1  0 

25    0  0 
25    0  0 
25    0  0 
25    0  0 

- 
_ 

- 

3  16  0 
3  16  0 
3  16  0 

4  17  11 

5  3  1 
5    4  6 
4  16  4 

68  7  11 
65    8  1 

69  16  0 
58  17  4 

5  4 
5  4 
5  1 
5  10 

201    9  0 
201  17  6 
195  15  0 
194    4  11 

4 
4 
4 

.4 

980 

130  19  6 

100    0  0 

_ 

262    9  4 

5  4 

793    6  5 

45 

Area,  83,196  acres. 
Pop.,  28,262. 

Total  for  4  years 

SHIFNAL. 

1896 
189' 
1898 
189S 

503 
547 
50? 
38E 

503 
547 
508 
383 

52    5  6 
55  10  0 
51    9  0 
74  13  7 

29    6  6 
35  14  0 
35  17  0 
38    8  6 

0    8  9 

9  18  4 
9  15  C 
10  14  1 

io  i  e 

91  10  4 
100  19  0 

98    0  1 
123  12  4 

3  8 
3  8 
3  10 
6  5 

274    0  0 
274    0  0 
274    0  0 
274    0  0 

[A 

40 

t'O 

1,94 

1,941 

233  18  1 

139    6  0 

0    8  9 

40    8  11 

414    1  9 

4  3 

1,096  0  0 

Area,  46,946  acres. 
Pop.,  11,801. 

Total  for  4  years 

189f 
189' 
189? 
189J 

234 
22' 
20 
20 

2  23e 
6  231 
1  202 
4  20E 

31    7  C 
30    5  £ 
25  18  C 
24  13  £ 

3  14  10 

12  17  11 

13  13  4 
10  10  C 

0    6  £ 
0    5  ( 
0    5  6 
0    6  i 

1    8  0 
1    6  6 
1    3  8 
1    1  6 

36  15  10 
44  14  11 
41    0  9 
36  11  9 

3  1 

3  10 

4  1 
3  7 

208    0  0 

216  0  0 

217  0  0 
208  15  0 

26 
4,1 

86; 

13|  87C 

112    4  C 

40  16  7 

1    3  C 

4  19  8 

159    3  3 

3  8 

849  15  0 

[ 
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3  ALO  P — continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 

r 

6 

2 

? 

*  § 

8.1 
» 1 

o  a 
**> 

2. 

M  Total  Number  of 
Re-Vaccinations. 

*>  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

-  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f*  and  Re-Vaccination. 

!       Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
!°  and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 
Ph 

5. 

> 
6. 

6 
1 

i 

&  i 

8. 

9. 

Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

AS 
Is 

13. 

S3 

8 

<> 

14. 

304 
274 
340 
323 

1,367 
123 

304 
274 
1,707 
446 

£    s.  d. 
97  17  0 
87    9  0 
324    5  0 
125  15  6 

£    s.  d. 
36    1  1 
31    0  7 
24  13  5 

£   s.  d. 
- 

£    s.  d. 

- 

£    s.  d. 
- 

£    s.  d. 
133  18  1 
118    9  7 
348  18  5 
155  16  10 

s.  d. 
8  10 
8  8 
4  1 
7  0 

£    s.  d. 

207  0  0 

208  12  6 
207    0  0 
207  10  0 

s.  d. 
3  10 
3  10 
3  10 

1,241 

1,490 

2,731 

635    6  6 

121  16  5 

- 

- 

757    2  11 

5  7 

830    2  6 

3  10 

335 
354 
442 

2 

232 
443 

335 
356 
674 
782 

170  11  6 
160  13  9 
179  16  0 

258    8  6 

38    4  8 
50  10  5 
43  13  8 

- 

- 

- 

5  15  9 

5  16  9 

6  12  3 
5  15  3 

214  11  11 
217    0  11 
230    1  11 
311    1  0 

12  10 
12  2 

6  10 

7  11 

9  1 

363  19  6 
367    5  0 
374    0  0 

0  8 
0  8 
0  8 

1,470 

677 

2,147 

769    9  9 

179    6  0 

- 

- 

24    0  0 

972  15  9 

1,483  4  ( 

0  8 

377 

547 
625 

1 
1 
4 
115 

378 
555 
551 
740 

140  19  8 
202    5  10 
216  16  8 
237    6  1 

48    5  3 
91  11  8 
46  15  9 

- 

_ 

_ 
- 

8  17  4 

9  0  9 

8  19  11 

9  3  1 

198    2  3 
302  18  3 
272  1-2  4 
297  12  1 

10  6 
10  11 
9  11 
8  1 

152    0  2 
133  11  0 

94  5  1 

95  0  11 

2  3 

1  11 

2  1 

2  1 

2,103 

121 

2,224 

797    8  3 

237  15  7 

- 

- 

36    1  1 

1,071    4  11 

9  8 

474  17  2 

327 

-2 

329 

101  12  6 

31  11  0 

4    9  7 

137  13  1 

8  4 

200    4  8 

4  6 

fJ  283 
-  224 
291 

5 
309 
100 

288 
533 
391 

91  12  0 
144  14  0 
111  17  0 

28    2  4 
21    9  4 
43  12  7 

- 

1  11  6 

- 

4    7  10 
4  19  4 
4  13  6 

124    2  2 
172  14  2 
160    3  1 

8  7 
6  6 
8  2 

198  14  6 
197  14  8 
207  14  3 

4  5 
4  5 
4  8 

1,125 

416 

1,541 

449  15  6 

124  15  3 

1  11  6 

- 

18  10  3 

594  12  6 

7  9 

804    8  3 

4  6 

>  600 
)  610 
739 
m  628 

4 

124 
46 

613 
610 
863 
674 

251  13  7 

240    2  6 
298    5  2 

56  19  2 
60    3  9 
60    5  5 

3    5  8 
2    3  5 
1    9  9 

- 

- 

10  16  0 
9  18  1 
9  14  10 
9  19  2 

322  14  5 
312    7  9 
369  15  2 
324    6  3 

10  6 
10  3 

8  7 

9  7 

274    0  0 
274    0  0 
274   0  0 

4  7 
4  9 
4  3 

12,586  174 

2,760 

1,042    2  5 

237  16  8 

8  16  5 

40    8  1 

1,329    3  7 

9  8 

1,096  0  0 

4  9 

W  295 
m  267 
Xfc  270 
»  289 

1 
1 

277 
350 

296 
268 
547 
639 

101    2  0 
85  10  0 
87  16  6 

179  16  0 

26    8  1 
29  12  6 
28  11  4 
33    8  1 

0    5  6 
0    5  0 
0    6  0 
0    6  3 

3  14  0 

0  17  6 

1  12  2 
1    2  6 
5    3  5 

128  13  1 

116  19  8 

117  16  4 

222    7  9 

8  8 
8  9 
4  4 
7  0 

211    7  6 
208  12  6 
213    5  0 
208    0  0 

3  ,9 
3  9 
3  10 

1,121 

629 

1,750 

454    4  6 

118    0  0 

1    2  9 

3  14  0 

8  15  7 

585  16  10 

6  8 

841    5  0 

4  1 

LUDLOW. 


MADELEY. 


NEWPORT. 


OSWESTRY. 


SHIFNAL. 


276 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Four  Yeaks  ended  Lady-Day,  1 


|  3 


g| 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


19  0 
26  0 


20  0 

20  0 

20  0 

20  0 


£ 

3  0  0 

4  0  0 
2  0  0 
2  0  0 


110  0 


24  2  6 
22  15  6 


14  2 
13  9 
11  19 


Total  for  4  years 
Total  for  the  County 


0  6 
0    7  6 


7  0  0 
9  0 


11  0 

10  0 

10  0  0 

10  0  0 


41    0  0 


1,122  0   0  1 


165    2   4  5  9 


0  11  0 

1  7 

2  0  0 
0  18  0 


2  5 
5  2 


37  10  0 
42    0  10 


4  16 


1,090  10  10  55  12  2 


0218  14  10  338    4  11 


4    912,589  4  8 
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SALOP — continued. 


i'ouR  ¥ears  ended  Lad t- Day, 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


55  5 


II 


WELLINGTON 


10  0  0 
10    0  0 


270  0 
291  0 


24  10 
29  11  11 


171  13  8 
217  14 


46  0 
165  8 


)  10  5 
i  18  6 


205    6    0  25  0 


126  0  6  : 
125  12 

124  12 

125  11 


WHITCHURCH. 


501  1 


0  16    0  346   0    0  12,311  9  10 


8    3  12,323  12  J 


169 


278                                                            DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 

COUNTY  OF 

The  Column  headed  "Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O.'s"  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  officers.  The 

following  Unions  the  information  was  not  complete: — Axbeidge,  Beidgwatee,  Chard,' 

Four  Yeabs  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

UNION 

. 

tal  Number  of  Primary 

tal  Number  of 
-Vaccinations. 

tal  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

tal  Cost  of  Vaccination 
d  Re-Vaccination. 

rerage  Cost  of  Vaccination 
d  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 

d 

1 

gal  Proceedings. 

,_  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

cd 
gig 
^d 

i. 

3. 

H 
4. 

5. 

> 

fi. 

7. 

8. 

1 

9. 

Eh  i 
11. 

<  i 

12. 

H  -J 
13. 

i  K 

AXBRIDGE. 

Area  97,529  acres. 
Pop.  47,915. 

Total  for  4  years 

BATH. 

Area  30,727  acres. 
Pop.  77.581. 

Total  for  4  years 

BRIDGWATER. 

Area  88,382  acres. 
Pop.  33,655. 

Total  for  4  years 

CHARD. 

Area  57,451  acres. 
Pop.  24,250.  s 

Total  for  4  years 

CLUTTON. 

Area  47,897  acres. 
Pop.  25,769. 

Total  for  4  years 

DULVERTON. 

1       Area  78,980  acres. 
Pop.  4,609. 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

229 
235 
168 
117 

8 
2 

229 
243 
168 
119 

£    s.  d. 

22  9  0 

23  2  6 
17  16  0 
23    5  0 

£   si  d. 
39    2  9 
34   2  1 
33    0  1 
71  16  10 

£  s.  d. 

£  s.  d. 

£  s.  d. 
- 

£  s.  d. 
13    7  6 
13  16  9 
13  10  7 
13  17  9 

£    s.  d. 
74  19  3 
71    1  4 
64    6  8 
108  19  7 

6  7 
5  10 

7  8 
18  4 

£    s.  d. 
526    2  2 
535    0  6 
726  11  6 
819    5  6 

1  W 

1 

1  i 

1  ! 

749 

759 

80  12  0 

178    1  9 

54  12  7 

319    6  10 

8  5 

2,606  19  2 

1 

599 
589 
470 
358 

3 
74 

602 
663 
470 
305 

50  12    6      36  18  0 
50  18    0      40    9  0 
40    4    6      27    4  0 
107    2    0      28  18  0 

3  15  0 
0  16  6 

- 

6  10  0 
6  10  0 
6  10  0 
4  17  6 

24  4  2 
27  14  0 
26  12  2 

25  15  1 

118    4  8 
129    6  0 
100  10  8 
167    9  1 

3  11 

3  11 

4  3 
9  2 

206  10  0 
204    0  0 
216  10  0 
206  10  0 

1  "! 
1  i 
1 

1  ; 

248  17    0  133 

9    0    4  11  6 

24    7  6 

104    5  5 

833  10  0 

1 

432 
427 
388 
537 

_ 

432 
427 
388 
537 

41  3  0 

42  7  0 
42  17  6 
20    4  6 

23  16  7 
22    3  11 
26  11  5 
25    9  11 

2    1  0 
0  13  6 

20  12  0 
17    2  0 
19  17  0 
19  19  6 

14  6  6 

16  2  9 

15  17  0 

17  17  1 

101  19  0 

98    9  2 
105    2  11 
83    1  0 

4  9 

4  7 

5  5 
3  1 

357    5  0 
272  15  0 
415  18  6 
485    5  0 

2  ' 
2  ' 
1  ■ 
1  1' 

146  12  0 

98    1  10 

- 

77  10  6 

63  13  4 

1,531   3  6 

1  ! 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

189C 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1891 
1897 
189? 
1X9! 

467 
451 
477 
458 

- 

467 
451 
477 

458 

54  10  0 
50  12  0 
60    1  0 
56  16  0 

17    2  0 
19  13  7 
19    6  8 
15  13  7 

- 

6  16  9 
9  13  5 
6  14  0 
6  14  0 

10    1  6 
10   2  11 
10    9  7 
8  14  4 

88  10  3 
90    1  11 
96  11  3 
87  17  11 

3  9 

4  0 
4  1 
3  10 

291  12  10 

288    3  8 
279  12  0 
270  14  6 

2  ! 
2  : 
2 

2  i 

1,853 

— 

1,853 

221  19  0 

71  15  10 

— - 

29  18  2 

39    8  4 

363    1  4 

3  11 

1,130  3  0 

2 

443 

689 
355 
239 

27 

443 
716 

355 
239 

58    0  0 
84    4  f 
47  10  0 
31  16  0 

14 
16 

11  1 

9 

8  8 
7  3 

9  8 
2  0 

9    8  0 
9    8  0 
9    8  0 
9    8  0 

12  2  9 
17    9  1 
14    9  1 

13  4  6 

93  19  5 
127    8  4 
83    6  9 
63  10  5 

4  3 

3  7 

4  8 

5  4 

438  2  7 

439  9  6 

426  15  5 

7  : 
6 

7  'J 

1,726 

1,753 

221  10  0 

51  17  7 

37  12    oj  57    5  4 

368    4  11 

1,784  10  6 

7  :| 

80 

Q4 

94 
118 

1  : 

8€ 
94 
94 
1U 

11  15  6 
13  13  0 
13    0  6 
30  10  C 

7    2  0 

7  19  5 

8  0  5 
8  10  0 

2  13  0 
2  15  6 

2  18  0 

3  18  9 

21  10  6 
24    7  11 
23  18  11 
42  18  9 

5  0 
5  2 
5  1 
7  3 

Total  for  4  years 

39t: 

1 

395 

68  19  C 

31  11  10 

12    5  3 

112  16  1 

5  9 
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SOMERSET. 

remuneration  is  only  shown  in  those  oases  where  information  as  to  the  Number  of  Visits  made  by  the  D.M.O.  has  been  given.  In  the 
Dulverton,  Long  Ashton,  Shepton  Mallet,  Warmley  Out-Relief,  Williton. 


Foub  Ykabs  knded  Lady-Day,  1903. 

UNION. 

1 

K  Total  Number  of  Primary 
Vaccinations. 

1  § 

a  § 
*1 

H  « 

*>  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
*"*  and  Re-Vaccination. 

Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
!°  and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

5. 

S»  V.O. 

i 

Ph 

po  Legal  Proceedings. 

92 
9. 

h-  Miscellaneous 
°  Expenses. 

Id 

n 

1  8 

13. 

Average  Cost  per 
*-  Visit  of  D.M.O. 

726 
468 
600 
561 

17 
106 
21 

726 
485 
706 
582 

£     s.  d. 
248    3  6 

198  17  0 
178    9  6 

£     s.  d. 
82    2  6 
67  14  8 
109  13  7 
89  11  1 

£  s  d. 

£  s.  d. 

- 

£  s.  d.     £  s.  d. 

13    4  1 

11  4  3 
13    3  2 

12  14  10 

£    s.  d. 
343  10  1 
235    7  5 
321  13  9 
280  15  5 

s.  d. 
9  6 
9  8 
9  1 
9  8 

£    s.  d. 
837  15  8 

815  '  8  9 
824    3  6 

s.  d. 
1  2 
1  2 
1  2 
1  2 

AXBRIDGE. 
BATH, 

BRIDGWATER 

CHARD. 

CLUTT0N. 

DULVERT0 

2,355 

144 

2,499 

781  18  6 

349    1  10 

50    6  4 

1,181    6  8 

9  5 

3,298  12  8 

1  2 

806 
808 
1,068 
941 

1 

2 
696 
81 

807 
810 
1,764 
1,022 

344  17  2 
329  13  0 
505    7  6 
382    3  0 

84    7  6 
81    7  0 
96    0  6 
94    6  6 

1    3  11 

1    4  10 
1    9  7 

4  14  6 
0  10  6 

- 

25  17  5 
24    8  2 
32   4  5 
40  19  2 

461    0  6 
437    0  9 
634  17  3 
518  18  3 

11  5 
10  9 
7  2 
10  2 

201    0  0 

203    0  0 
212  10  0 

1  4 
1  5 
1  1 
1  2 

3,623 

780 

4,403 

1,562    0  8 

356    1  6 

5    0  5 

5    5  0 

123    9  2 

2,051  16  9 

9  4 

817  10  0 

1  3 

494 
439 
363 
319 

1 

130 

6 

137 

495 
439 
493 
325 

1,752 

280    3  0 

158  14  5 
236  12  0 

101  11  9 

67  12  0 
60  16  11 
67    2  4 

0  19  4 
0  16  7 

0    2  2 

1  11  6 

3    3  0 

18  14  8 

11  9  5 

12  1  9 
14  14  5 

403    0  3 
258  17  0 
231  13  1 
318  10  11 

16  3 
11  10 
9  5 
19  7 

491    7  5 

485    3  6 
484    5  0 

1  10 

2  1 
2  1 

2  3 

1,615 

851    5  5 

297    3  0 

1  18  1 

4  14  6 

57    0  3 

1,212    1  3 

13  10 

1,940  0  11 

2  1 

495 
465 

462 

1 

88 
28 

495 
466 
506 
490 

230  11  6 

200    8  6 
255    5  0 

32  19  4 
30    5  5 
28    9  1 
26  16  9 

: 

- 

8    9  11 
8    3  2 
8    0  8 
7  10  1 

272    0  9 
262    2  10 
236  18  3 
289  11  10 

11  0 
11  3 
9  4 
11  10 

434    7  6 
440  19  £ 
430  18  0 
421  14  6 

1  8 
1  8 

1  7 

1,840 

..1 

1,957 

909  19  3 

118  10  7 

32    3  10 

1,060  13  8 

10  10 

1,727  19  6 

1  8 

748 

j  563 
i  .  512 
j  ,  660 

1 

50 
12 

749 
565 
562 
672 

229  10  3 
172    4  6 
170    6  0 
194    2  0 

39    6  8 
30  17  8 
32    9  7 
35    7  8 

4    4  0 

4  14  0 

10  10  8 

10  1  3 

11  18  7 
11    1  4 

288    5  7 

213  3  5 

214  14  2 
240  11  0 

7  8 
7  7 
7  8 
7  2 

462  16  3 

443    8  3 
456  15  10 

6  11 

7  6 
7  4 
7  7 

2,483 

65|  2,548 

766    2  9 

138    1  7 

4    4  0 

4  14  0 

43  11  10 

956  14  2 

7  6 

1,814  8  7 

7  4 

(  9S 
(  66 
(  Of 
!  9£ 

30'. 

i  215 
16 

231 

98 
69 
311 
115 

49    3  0 
34  19  0 
87  17  6 
53    7  0 

12    5  2 
9    7  1 

12    3  2 
9  13  2 

_ 

; 

61    8  2 
44    6  1 
100    0  8 

63    0  2 

12  6 
12  10 
6  5 
10  11 

593 

225    6  6 

43    8  7 

268  15  1 

9  1 

280 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


STNION. 

i 

1. 

Four  Vears  ended  Lady-Da*,  1899. 

Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

1  & 

a  | 
*1 

S  A 
3. 

*>■  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f*  and  Re-Vaccination. 

Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
J0  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

5. 

«  V.O. 

8 
Cm 

7. 

po  Legal  Proceedings. 

a 

9. 

1 

I  i- 

10. 

2  * 

|o 

13. 

t 
£! 

u 

*  FROME. 

Area  52,752  acres. 
Pop.  22,173. 

Total  for  4  years 

KEYNSHAM 

(Workhouse). 

1891 

1897 
189!) 

260 
325 
180 
239 

£    s.  d 
25    1  0 
31  14  0 
18    7  6 
24  19  0 

£    s.  d 
10    5  C 
14  19  C 
6    4  C 
12  12  0 

£    s.  d 
_ 
- 

_ 

£    s.  d 
- 

£    s.  d 
0  10  0 
0  10  0 
0  10  0 
0  10  0 

£    s.  d. 
11    6  0 
10    5  4 

13  9  10 

14  17  8 

£   s.  d. 
.47    2  0 
57    8  4 
38  11  4 
52  18  8 

s.  d 
3  7 

3  6 

4  3 
4  5 

463    0  0 
466    9  3 
456  10  0 
462    0  0 

s. 

1  ( 

1  f 
2 



1,004 

100    1  6 

44    0  C 

2    0  0 

49  18  10 

196    0  4 

3  11 

1,847  19  3 

1  >, 

»  /Area  33,028  acres. 
(.Pop.  36,18]. 
*  Including  Keynsham  and 
Warmley  Out-Relief  Unions 

Total  for  4  years 

KEYNSHAM 

(Out-Relief). 

1896 
1897 

1  899 

6 
5 

4 

2 

- 

8 
5 

4 

- 

0  10  6 
0    6  0 

- 
- 

- 

- 

- 

0    6  4 

0  10  6 
0  12  4 

3  1 

J 

15 

17 

0  16  6 

0    6  4 

1    2  10 

1  4 

117 

96 
85 
122 

5   0  10 

5    7  8 
3    3  6 
3    8  3 

103    0  0 
105    0  0 

105  0  0 

106  2  6 

Total  for  4  years 

t  WARMLEY 

(Out-Relief). 

Total  for  4  years 
LANGPORT. 

Area  59,410  acres. 
Pop.  13,446. 

Total  for  4  vears 
LONG  ASHTON. 

4xea  51,994  acres. 
Pop.  24.134. 

Total  for  4  years 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1S97 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1899 
1897 
1898 
1899 

5 
1 

122 
96 
85 

123 

15  19  0 
12    3  0 
7  16  0 

0    3  2 
0   5  11 

0    9  7 

- 

2  10  0 

2  10  0 
8    5  0 

3  0  0 

3  12  6 
3    4  4 
7  16  5 

7  10  10 
27  12  4 
27    1  9 
22  10  3 

1  3 

5  9 

6  4 
3  8 

2 
2 

2 

420 

426 

35  18  0 

17    0  3 

0  18  8 

16    5  0 

14  13  3 

84  15  2 

4  0 

419   2  6 

1 

374 
170 
152 
141 

374 
170 
152 
141 

17  14  0 
14  18  0 
13    3  0 
8  14  4 

11    0  9 
10  19  4 
8    8  8 
6  17  8 

- 

4  10  0 
8  10  0 
3    0  0 

8  17  10 
17  10  8 
14    9  2 
21    2  2 

42    2  7 
51  18  0 
39    0  10 
36  14  2 

2  3 
6  1 

5  2 
5  2 

- 

837 

837 

54    9  4 

37    6  5 

16    0  0 

61  19  10 

169  15  7 

4  1 

-  It 

208 
223 
203 
365 

1 

2 

1 

209 
225 
203 
366 

34    0  6 
36    1  1 
29    9  9 
16    5  6 

10    6  3 
6  19  8 

6  5  4 

7  18  4 

3  12  0 
3  12  0 
3  12  0 

2  15  3 
2    7  5 

2  0  7 

3  13  8 

50  14  0 
49    0  2 
41    7  8 
27  17  6 

4  10 
4  4 
4  1 

1  6 

392  12  0 
379   2  0 
402    0  0 
426  14  0 

0'  i 
0)  a 

0)  ii 
o)  ij 

0)  ii, 

999 

1,003 

115  16  10 

31    9  7 

10  16  0 

10  16  11 

168  19  4 

3  4 

1,600  8  0 

528 
584 
602 
241 

307 
13 
2 

528 
891 
615 
243 

53    6  6 
86    8  8 
57    2  6 
26    5  8 

96  15  5 
78  19  10 
113    8  4 
27  18  8 

5  8  11 
10  12  1 
22  15  11 

1    7  2 

11  14  3 

3    0  0 

23  19  0 
29    8  0 
34  11  0 
9    2  0 

37  17  0 
87  16  5 
71    4  0 
36  12  5 

229    1  1 
293    5  0 
302    1  9 
101    5  11 

8  8 
6  7 

9  10 
8  4 

115   0  0 
120   0  0 
117  16  8 
132    3  4 

r>  a 
H  n 

1)  ,f 

2)  „ 

1,955 

322  2,277 

223    3  4 

317    2  3 

40    4  1 

14  14  3 

97    0  0 

233    9  10 

925  13  9 

8  2 

485   0  0 

i1  is; 

*  FROME  UNION. — The  numbers  of  Vaccinations  and  Re-Vaccinations  for  the  8  years  have  not  been  given  separately.  The  totals 
WARM  LEY  OUT-RELIEF  UNION.— The  number  of  Vaccinations  and  Re- Vaccinations  performed  by  the  Public  Vaccinators  of  two  districts 


SOMERSET— continued. 


t'OUB    *EARS   ENDED   LADI-JJAV,  J.aU3. 

UNION- 

^  Total  Number  of  Primary 
"  Vaccinations. 

"S  oS 
1| 

S  J 
3. 

*"  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
"  and  Re-Vaccination. 

,-  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
•°  and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

5. 

1 

q 

6. 

& 

1 
CM 

x  Legal  Proceedings. 

1 

—  Miscellaneous 
°  Expenses. 

-  Total  Remunera- 
5°  tion  of  D.M.O. 's. 

—  Average  Cost  per 
f  Visit  of  D.M.O. 

0  - 

1  - 

3  - 

365 
413 
333 
440 

£    s.  d. 
154    4  0 
149    5  C 
120  11  0 
143    0  6 

£   s.  d. 
53  18  9 
55  11  6 
43    7  5 
41    9  0 

£     8.  d. 

- 

£    a.  d. 
5   0  0 
17  18  6 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 

12    8  5 
8    1  6 
7  13  11 
6  18  7 

£    s.  d. 
225  11  2 
230  17  0 
171  12  4 
191    8  1 

s.  d. 
12  4 
11  2 
10  4 

8  8 

£    s.  d. 
459  10  0 
467  14  0 
466  18  6 
474  10  0 

s.  d. 
2  1 

1  9 

2  0 
1  9 

FR0ME. 

KEYNSHAM 

(Workhouse' 

KEYNSHAM 

(Out-Relief). 

WARMLEY 

(Out-Relief). 

LANGP0RT. 
LONG  ASHT0N. 

1,551 

567    1  0 

194    6  8 

22  18  6 

35    2  5 

819    8  7 

10  7 

1,868  12  6 

1  11 

0  2 

1  2 

2  4 

3  6 

- 

3 

2 

11 

9 

0  12  6 
2  10  0 

- 

- 

0  12  6 
2  10  0 

6  3 
5  7 

- 

- 

14 

24 

3    2  6 

3    2  6 

2  7 

0  106 

1  95 

2  119 

3  73 

3 

114 

4 

109 
95 

233 
77 

14  15  6 
35    7  0 
27    2  6 
80    0  6 

4  10  6 
7  16  9 
7  10  7 
9  16  0 

0    4  3 
0  15  1 
0    7  4 

0    8  9 

0  12  0 

1    2    6      21    4  9 
1  18    2      45  17  0 
3    5    3      38    5  8 
3    3    0      93    8  3 

3  11 

9  8 
3  3 
24  3 

109  10  0 
134    1  0 
133    0  0 
136    9  6 

2  7 

3  0 
3  3 
3  6 

393 

514 

157    5    6      29  13  10 

1 

1  15  5 

0  12  0 

9    8  11 

198  15  8 

7  9 

513    0  6 

3  1 

)  383 

1  424 

2  438 
)  434 

31 

5 

383 
424 
469 
439 

86  16  9 
127    5  10 
135    0  0 
186    3  2 

39  12  0 
28  13  7 
24  14  11 
27  18  3( 

16    7  10 
12    5  6 
11    6  4 
11    9  1 

142  16  7 
168    4  11 
171    1  3 
225  10  6 

7  6 
7  11 
7  4 
10  3 

1,679 

1,715 

535    5  9 

120  18  9 

51    8  9 

707  13  3 

8  3 

1 

I 
3 

266 
248 
260 
235 

2 

58 
12 

268 
248 
318 
247 

222  14  0 
147    3  0 
152  10  0 
157  18  6 

22    6  0 
20    3  3 
15   4  10 
17    3  6 

- 

3  16  4 

4  10  4 

3  4  3 

4  6  8 

248  16  4 
171  16  7 
170  19  1 
179    8  8 

18  7 

13  10 
10  9 

14  6 

396  14  6 
392   4  0 
378    2  6 
382  13  6 

0  9 
0  9 
0  9 
0  9 

1,009 

1,081 

680    5  6 

74  17  7 

15  17  7 

771    0  8 

14  3 

1,549  14  6 

0  9 

; 

i 

438 
264 
343 
470 

4 

73 

442 
264 
343 
543 

143  12  0 
79  18  6 
102    2  0 
152    2  0 

28  13  9 

29  4  10 
31    0  4 
37  13  4 

7    6  1 
7    5  1 
7    2  1 
6  12  1 

179  11  10 
116    8  5 
140    4  5 
196    7  5 

8  2 
8  10 
8  2 
7  3 

135    0  0 
134    0  0 
131    0  0 
131    0  0 

2  0 
2  0 
1  11 
1  11 

1,515 

77 

1,592 

477  14  6 

126  12  3 

28    5  4 

632  12  1 

7  11 

1 

531    0    0  2  0 

or  the  County  in  Columns  2  and  3  for  this  period  do  not  therefore  include  the  Vaccinations  and  Re-Vaccinations  in  this  Union. 

iring  the  yews  1837-9  could  not  be  ascertained,  and  the  amounts  of  the  Pees  (£22  18s.  6d.)  have  bera  omitted  from    the  return. 


282                                         'departmental  committee  on  vaccination  expenses  : 

COUNTY  OF 

UNION 

i 

1. 

Foub  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

M  Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

w  Total  Number  of 
*  Re-Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

,_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
!"  and  Re-Vaccination. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
!°  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 
Pi 
5. 

P>  V.O. 

i 
1 

7. 

1 

1 
o 

8. 

0% 
9. 

_  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

Id 

13.  J 

K 

J: 
§>' 

u 

SHEPTON  MALLET. 

Area,  50,109  acres. 
Pop.,  15,076. 

Total  for  4  years 

TAUNTON. 

Area,  73,109  acres. 
Pop.,  38,643. 

Total  for  4  years 
WELLINGTON. 

Area,  61,093  acres. 
Pop.,  18,312. 

J        Total  for  4  years 
'WELLS. 

Area,  66,64*7  acres. 
Pop.,  23,641. 

Total  for  4  years 
WILLIT0 

Area,  100,673  acres. 
Pop.,  16,792. 

Total  for  4  years 
WINCANT0N. 

Area.  64,540  acres. 
Pop.,  16,394. 

Total  for  4  years 

189f 
189' 
1898 
1898 

1S9( 
1897 
1S98 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

26' 

2r 

168 
192 

26' 
21' 
168 
195 

£   s.  d 

28  17  ( 
24  17  C 
19  18  ( 

22    2  f 

£    s.  d 

8  10  € 

9  17  8 
6    4  3 
8  17  11 

£    s.  d 

£   s.  d 

- 

£    s.  d 
" 

£    s.  d 

5    9  9 
10  10  9 
8    $  0 
5    4  7 

£    s.  d. 
42  17  3 
45    5  6 
34  10  9 
36    5  0 

s.  d 

3  3 

4  2 
4  1 
3  8 

£    s.  d 

374  0  C 
373    6  C 

375  1  C 
371    1  C 

3 
3 
3 
2 

845 

845 

95  15  C 

33  10  5 

29  13  1 

158  18  6 

3  9 

1,493  8  C 

2 

567 
574 
523 
420 

- 

567 
576 
523 
420 

74  0  C 

75  0  C 
65    0  C 
51    0  0 

58    0  0 
63    0  0 
60    0  0 
46    0  0 

- 

- 

11  0  0 

12  0  0 
6    0  0 

16    0  0 

5    0  0 
10    0  0 
7    0  0 

143    0  0 
155    0  0 
141    0  0 
120    0  0 

5  1 

5  5 
5  5 
5  9 

363    0  0 
369    0  0 
359    0  0 
412    0  0 

5 
6 
6 
6 

2,084 

2,086 

265    0  0 

227    0  0 

45    0  0 

22    0  0 

559    0  0 

5  4 

1,503  0  0 

6 

288 
322 
326 
340 

7 
1 

3 

295 
323 
328 
343 

24  0  10 
32  10  6 
34    3  6 

25  19  0 

22    0  0 
22    0  0 
22    0  0 
22    0  0 

0    4  0 
0    5  7 
0  15  6 

3    7  0 

3  6  0 

4  10  0 
3  11  3 

0  9  6 
4    5  0 

1  13  0 

49  17  4 
62    5  6 
62  12  1 

52    5  9 

3  5 
3  10 
3  10 
3  1 

300  15  9 
304    2  9 
302  12  9 
299    6  4 

1 
1 
1 
1 

1,276 

13 

1,289 

116  13  10 

88    0  0 

1    5  1 

14  14  3 

6    7  6 

227    0  8 

3  6 

1,206  17  7 

1 

351 
253 
266 
314 

351 

253 
268 
316 

34    2  0 
36  14  10 

26    8  0 
26    8  6 

31  13  0 
17  10  4 
16  16  4 
20    8  1 

- 

- 

'  11    0  0 
11    0  0 
11    0  0 

3    1  0 
9    7  6 
2  18  0 
5  11  6 

68  16  0 
74  12  8 
57    2  4 
63    8  1 

3  11 
5  11 

4  3 
4  0 

356    6  0 
406  16  3 
446  10  0 
470    5  0 

1 
1 

1  : 
1  1 

1,184 

4 

1,188 

123  13  4 

86    7  9 

33    0  0 

20  18  0 

263  19    l|  4  5 

1,679  17  3 

1 

234 
226 
214 
206 

234 
226 
214 
206 

27  11  0 

24    2  0 
24    6  6 
26    2  0 

18  18  6 

19  2  1 
17  16  0 
14  16  0 

1    3  6 
1    1  8 

0  19  1 

1  9  8 

_ 

5    3  5 

5    0  9 
4  19  10 

52  16  5 
49    6  2 
48    2  4 
47    7  6 

4  6 
4  4 
4  6 
4  7 

j 

880 

880 

102    1  6 

70  12  7 

4  13  11 

20    4    5'     197  12  5 

1 

4  6 

236 
245 
212 

23S 

236 
247 
212 
238 

34  14  0 

26  2  6 

27  10  0 
22    9  6 

20    6  9 
18    2  10 
15  18  11 
13    3  1 

4  13  10 

4  18  11 

5  2  11 
3  16  i0 

59  14  7 

49    4  3 
4S  11  10 

39    9  0 

5  1 
4  0 
4  7 
3  4 

505  17  6 
529    3  0 
525  10  0 
533  10  0 

1  I 
1  [ 
1 
1 

1  ! 

93l[  2 

933 

110  16  0 

67  11  7 

18  12  6 

197    0  1 

4  3 

2,094  0  6 
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OMERSET— continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Da; 


Total  Number  of  Primary  1 
Vaccinations.  j 

•a  «• 

|| 
^1 
1  i 

HPS 
3. 

1 

93 
12 

m 
O 

■  s 

I 
4. 

372 
268 
357 
342 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

-  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
and  Re-Vaccination. 

^  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
!'  and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public' 
Vaccinator  i3 
also  D.M.O'. 

> 
Pi 
5. 

> 
6. 

& 
o 

en 

7. 

pc  Legal  Proceedings. 

9. 

Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

_  Total  Remunera- 
te tion  of  D.M.O.'s. 

_  Average  Cost  per 
Visit  of  D.M.O. 

371 

268 

330 

£    s.  d. 
101  14  6 

79    6  6 
103    5  6 
126  18  6 

£    s.  d 
33  19  0 
21    5  6 
21    4  4 
25  14  10 

£   s.  d. 

£    s.  d 

£    s.  d. 

£    s  d. 
5    9  5 
14  16  8 

4  18  5 

£    s.  d. 
141    2  11 
105    8  8 
129    8  5 
157  11  9 

a.  d. 

7  7 
7  10 
7  3 
9  3 

1 

£    s.    d.s.  d. 

1 

379  11    0  2  8 
330    6  il1  2  11 
337    0    P  3  9 
339    0    0(  3  3 

1,233 

106 

1,339'    411    5  0 

1 

102    3  8 

20    3  1 

533  11  9 

8  0 

1,391  17  llj  3  1 

732 

1 

733 

288    0  0 

116    0  0 

3    0  0 

407    0  0 

11  1 

411    0  0 

5  4 

609 
662 
652 

3 

383 

609 
665 
1,035 

236    0  0 
247    0  0 
348    0  0 

99    0  0 
98    0  0 
104    0  0 

335    0  0 
345    0  0 
452    0  0 

11  0 

10  5 
8  9 

409    0  0 
412    0  0 
414    0  0 

6  5 
6  1 
8  11 

2,655 

387 

3,042 

1,119    0  0 

417    0  0 

3    0  0 

1,539    0  0 

10  1 

1,646  0  0 

6  6 

i  343 
<  336 
1  339 
1  346 

4 

5 

314 

33 

347 
341 
653 
379 

135  11  0 
114    2  9 
122  12  0 
178    5  10 

39  19  9 
42    3  6 
39  19  6 
36    4  5 

0  11  0 

0    7  8 
0   2  7 
0    7  9 

- 

- 

2  19  0 

0  16  0 

1  4  3 

179    0  9 
157    9  11 
167    0  2 
216    2  3 

10  4 
9  3 
5  1 

11  5 

301  10  9 
310    5  9 

302  5  9 
298  15  3 

1  3 
1  4 
1  3 
1  3 

1,364 

356 

1,720 

550  11    7     158    7  2 

1    9  0 

9    5  4 

719  13  1 

8  4 

1,212  17  6 

1  3 

257 
29S 
34C 
321 

1 

43 
25 

258 
298 
389 
346 

99  12  6 
79  19  0 
114   2  6 
101    4  0 

60    5  9 
34    0  8 

47  9  4 

48  13  10 

- 

8    8  9 
- 

17    5  6 
3  11  0 

185  12  6 
117  10  8 
161  11  10 
149  17  10 

14  5 

7  11 

8  4 
8  8 

366  13  6 
368    7  6 
358    3  2 
338    3  10 

1  2 
1  6 
1  5 
1  4 

j  1,222 

69 

1,291 

394  18  0 

190   9  7 

8    8  9 

20  16  ( 

614  12  10 

9    6jl,431   8  0 

1  4 

111  388 
8  25( 
90S  304 

5 
3 

452 
102 

393 
259 
756 
398 

133  2  6 
108  12  0 

134  12  6 
274  17  1C 

34    0  C 
30    3  C 
34   6  e 
33  14  C 

1    0  1 

0  16  2 
0  18  4 
0  18  8 

4  15  1 

4  14  I 

5  0  c 
4    9  E 

172  17  8 
144    5  7 
174  17  7 
314    0  3 

8  1C 
11  2 

4  8 
15  8 

1,244 

562 

1.80C 

651    4  1C 

132   3  e 

3  13  3 

18  19  f 

806    1  1 

8  11 

90ci  29( 
901,  26 
902j  20 
1903j  28 

)  1 

210 
I  52 

)  g 

29 
47 

254 
28c 

114  17  4 

127  18  4 
98  14  ( 
195    6  ( 

21    2  i 

21  18 
16  0 

22  5  S 

0    4  1J 

0   3  t 
0    6  £ 
0    2  ( 

3  17  4 

3  10  I 
5  14  i 

4  6  ( 

140    2  3 
153  10  2 
120  15  8 
221  19  8 

9  £ 
6  € 
9  6 
15  4 

522  5  C 
525    5  2 

523  12  1C 
523  16  7 

1  1 
1  1 
1  1 
1  1 

,  1 

,03 

B  272 

1,30. 

536  16  £ 

81    6  ( 

)    0  16  10 

17   8  : 

636    7  9 

9  S 

2,094  19  7 

1  1 

SHEPT0N  MALLET 


WELLINGTON. 


WINCANT0N. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY 


UNION 

3 
1. 

Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of 
•  Re-Vaccinations. 

*•  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f  and  Re-Vaccinntion. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
^  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  i 
also  D.M.O. 

> 

5. 

d 
> 

6. 

& 
1 

CM 

7. 

po  Legal  Proceedings. 

to  Rent. 

_  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

1! 
Ii 

13. 

I 

YEOVIL. 

Area  55.752  acres. 
Pop.  27,375. 

Total  for  4  years 

Total  for  the  County 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

423 
404 
442 
315 

2 
106 

425 
510 
442 
315 

£    s.  d. 
41  10  0 
44    8  9 
43    6  0 
30  11  6 

£    s.  d. 

12  0  6 
15  15  7 

13  19  0 
10  18  0 

£    s.  d. 
1    0  1 
1    2  9 
0  19  1 
0  14  8 

£    s.  d. 
1    6  0 
5  17  2 

£    s.  d. 
1  11  6 

1  16  6 

2  3  6 
2  12  6 

£    s.  d. 
11    7  8 
11  18  0 

8  6  0 

9  12  10 

£  s.  4 

67  9  9 
76   7  7 

68  13  7 
60    6  8 

s.  d. 
3  2 
3  0 
3  1 
3  10 

£   s.  d. 
432   5  0 
440   2  6 
442  11  8 
435    1  11 

1,584 

108 

1,692 

159  16  3 

52  13  1 

3  16  7 

7    3  2 

8    4  0 

41    4  6 

272  17  7 

3  3 

1,750  1  1 

•21,530 

*584 

23,118 

2,498  10  11 

1,637  11  9 

55    9  10 

24  11  11 

424  12  8 

849  10  0 

5,490    7  1 

4  9 

21,96604 

*  See  Note  under  Frome  Union. 


SOMERSET— continued. 
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l                                                          Four  Tears  ended  Lady- Day,  1003. 

UNION. 

.9 
& 

Ii 

9 

w  Total  Number  of 
Tie- Vaccinations. 

*•  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

^  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
~  and  Re-Vaccination. 

r-  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
•Li  and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 
oi 

5. 

6 
> 

6. 

§> 
1 

7. 

1 
1 

£ 
% 

8. 

P  Rent. 

ll 
10. 

So 

|5 
I  g 

13. 

14 

i  694 
291 

1  323 
766 

2 
185 
185 

690 
293 
508 
951 

£    s.  d. 
208    2  1 
152    7  9 
150    8  0 
254  11  9 

£    s.  d. 
40  18  7 
34    5  1 
29    9  0 
38    3  7 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d 
14    8  0 

£    s.  d. 
4  10  0 

£  s  d. 
1  1  3 
6  8  3 
8  17  3 
0    9  2 

£    s.  d. 
274  19  11 
193    1  1 
188  14  3 
293    4  6 

s.  d. 
7  11 
13  2 

7  5 
6  2 

£    s.  d. 
402  10  0 
409  10  1 
392    7  6 
404    5  0 

s.  d. 

2  8 

3  0 
3  0 
2  9 

YEOVIL. 

2,074 

374 

2,448 

765    9  7 

148  16  3 

14   8  0 

4  10  0 

16  15  11 

949  19  9 

7  9 

1,008  12  7 

2  10 

*27,713 

1  ' 

*3,91C 

33,18011,940  13  0 

3,079    2  4 

14  13  0 

52    2  0 

17  12  9 

553    3  0 

15,663  6  7 

9  5 

23,446  14  9 

See  Note  under  Frome  Union 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  I 


COUNTY  OF 


The  column  beaded  "  Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O.'s 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


Where  the 

Public  ;] 

Vaccinator 
also  D.M.C 


Area  42,310  a 
Pop  6.983. 


Total  for  4  years 


Area  CI, 759  acres. 
Pop.  16,345. 

Total  for  4  years 

ALVERSTOKE. 

Area  3,878  acres, 
fop.  '28,884. 

Total  for  4  years 

ANDOVER. 

Are&  74,218  acres. 
Pop.  15,800. 

Total  for  4  years 

BASINGSTOKE. 

Area  76,954  acres. 
Pop.  21,711. 

Total  for  4  years 

CATHERINGTON. 

Area  13,144  acres. 
Pop.  3,068. 

Total  for  4  years 


£  i 

6  13    0(       9  11  10 

14  19    0        9  13  0 

11  17    6      10  2 

23    6    6j       9  1 


27  12 
24  18 
35  16 


56  16  0 


8  5 


107  14    5  4  10 


32  14 
19  10  0 

25  15 


21  11 

58  18  10 


11  12 

28  19  0 


4  16  10 

5  3 


56  14  10 
47  13 
49  14 
60    9  11 


214  12  5 


35    9  11 
37  4 
33  17  8 
39    1  6 


145  13  10 


34  9  0 
46  0 


5  10 
4  18 


9  12 

17  7  10 

18  18  4 
17  16  11 


63  15 


3  6 
1  17  6 


5  0 
5  0 


0  0 
0  0 


47  18 
34  10 


6  0 
3  0 


5  1  11 

5  8 

4  15 

5  3  1 


84  1  10 
60    4  10 


20    9  5 


7  5  0 

6  9  5 

7  6 

7  2  6 


72  9  10 
103  11  11 


28    2  11 


116  0 
118    0  0 


102  11  6 

95  19  7 

96  19 
109    8  5 


404  19  1 


510  0  0 
468  1  0 
478    1  0 


77  15  0 

62   0  0 

75  15  6 

66  12  6 

282   3  0 


287 


SOUTHAMPTON. 


remuneration  is  only  shown  in  those  cases  where  information  has  been  given  as  to  the  total  number  of  visits.  In  the  following  Unions  the  informatioi 
Romsey.  South  Stoneham,  and  Winchester. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-1 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


>-2 

11 


72  19 
134   0  10 
170  18 


£  s.  a.,|  £ 
20    9  10 


24  19 
24  15 


ALRESFORD. 


2    1  10 

2  7 

1  19 

2  0 


160  19  11 
197  13 


0  0  '. 

139    0  0  ' 

103   0  0  : 

106  o  o  ; 


560    7    210  10  431  0 


123  19  0 
116  18 

257    6  0 


5  5  7 

6  1  2 

5  15  2 

6  3  1 

23    5  0 


164  13    7  14    2  ■ 


295    2    016  6 


418  0 

399  0  0 

400  0  0 


9    8|  1,634  0  0 


4  4 
3  1! 


134  19 

135  18 
135  18 


2  16 
4  10 


58  12  1 
57  13  10 


0  5  0 
0  10  0 


193    5  010 

196  9  11  8  11 

197  18  11 
287    8    8  1 


99  6  2  : 
91    9    0  : 


ALVERST0KE. 


875    2  6 


7  7 


121  0 

92  14  6 


47  16 

63  9 


0  10 
19  15  11 


145    1    6  12  0 


328  12 
330  6 


7  8 

8  4 


245  2 

289  10    0  '. 

364    0    0  ! 


185  11 

466  3 
241  10 


62  2  2 

68  3  1 

65  12  8 

104  11  9 


3  3  0 
3    3  0 


BASINGSTOKE. 


261    2  10  13  8 


7  10  9 
14  1 


478  17 

501  17 

490  18 

492  10    0  : 


300    9  8 


35  15    0  1,376    7    2  10    8  1. 


0  10  0 
10  18  0 
15    6  0 


0  12 

0  15  0 

0  16  0 

0  17  0 


CATHEROGT0N. 


69  19 
71  12    0  1 
66  15 
60    0    0  '. 


3    0  6 


6    6  ! 


r  P2 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


UNION 

L  1 

Four  Years  ended  Lady-Da*,  189& 

M  Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaocinations. 

Total  Number  of 
■  Re-Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
!"*  and  Re-Vaccination. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
S"3  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  th 
Public 
Vaccinator 
also  D.M.( 

> 

5. 

O 
> 

6. 

o 
$ 
I 

7. 

1 
% 
§ 

8. 

co  Rent. 

_  Miscellaneous 
i-5  Expenses. 

8  "c° 

go 

13.  1 

j  j 

CHRISTCHURCH. 

Area  31,033  acres. 
Pop.  69,340. 

Total  for  4  years 

DR0XF0RD. 

Area  48,646  acres. 
Pop.  11,778. 

Total  for  4  years 
FAREHAM. 

Area  37,665  acres. 
Pop.  21,176. 

Total  for  4  years 
FORDINGBRIDGE. 

Area  36,186  acres. 
Pop.  6.137. 

Total  for  4  years 

HARTLEY 

WINTNEY. 

Area  57,489  acres. 
H 

Pop.  30,513. 

Total  for  4  years 

HAVANT. 

Area  14,216  acres. 
Pop.  11,188. 

Total  for  4  years 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1R9! 

L89I 
1897 
L89S 
ISO! 

L89C 
1S97 

i  m 

1899 

189( 
1897 
L'898 
1899 

IS9C 
1897 
1898 
1899 

!896 
1897 
1898 

1-891 

336 
437 
387 
20( 

1,366 

1 

28 

337 
465 
387 
206 

1,395 

£    s.  d. 
42  11  6 
55  19  10 

48    2  0 

£   s.  d. 

24    9  9 
55  18  9 
41  19  0 

£    s.  d. 

9  13  0 
12    5  1 

7  13  0 

£    s.  d. 

2  18  0 

8    3  0 

£    5.  d. 

17  15  0 
20  17  6 
22   2  6 

18  12  6 

£    s.  d. 
10    3  6 
27  15  6 
24  19  0 
22    8  2 

104  12  9 
175  14  8 
152  18  6 
116    2  5 

s.  d. 

6  3 

7  7 
7  11 

11  3 

£    s.  d 
337    1  0 
345    2  0 
328    6  6 
351    6  6 

29 

177    1  10 

162  12  6 

33  19  4 

11    1  0 

79    7  6 

85    6  2 

549    8  4 

7  11 

1,361  16  0 

180 
191 

182 

222 

1 

5 

180 
192 
187 

222 

25    8  6 

22  14  0 

23  6  6 

13  17  3 
10    9  9 
10    8  1 

- 

2  11  8 
2  15  7 
2  13  2 
2    3  4 

41  17  5 

35  19  4 

36  7  9 

37  9  9 

4  8 
3  9 
3  11 

3  5 

282   0  1 
281    7  4 
270  12  8 

1 
1 

775 

6 

781 

97    8  0 

44    2  6 

10    3  9 

151  14  3 

3  11 

1,108    0  9 

305 
306 
284 
368 

1,263 

14 
12 
1 

24 
51 

319 
318 

285 
392 

1,314 

39    0  0 
36    0  0 
36    0  0 
30    0  0 

13    0  0 
12    0  0 
11    0  0 

2    0  0 
2    0  0 
2    0  0 

- 

5    0  0 
5    0  0 
5    0  0 
5    0  0 

59    0  0 
55    0  0 
54    0  0 
46    0  0 

3  8 
3  6 
3  9 
2  4 

377    0  0 
374    0  0 
371    0  0 

- 

141    0  0 

45    0  0 

8    0  0 

- 

20    0  0 

214    0  0 

3  3 

1,505  0  0 

133 
124 
132 
104 

3 
1 

133 
127 
132 
105 

20    0  0 
18  11  0 
20    2  6 
18    6  0 

7  18  0 
7    1  0 
7  16  5 
11  15  1 

- 

1  17  6 
5  14  2 

4  15  10 

5  4  0 

29  15  6 

31  6  2 

32  14  9 
35    5  1 

4  6 

4  11 

5  0 

6  9 

192  10  0 
178  10  0 
176    0  0 

493 

_  4 

497 

76  19  6 

34  10  6 

- 

17  11  6 

129    1  6 

5  2 

729    1  0 

264 
330 
294 
273 

2 
2 
1 

3 

266 
332 
295 
276 

25    9  0 
31    2  0 
27    6  6 
47  17  6 

27  6  0 
33    2  0 

28  2  0 
28    6  3 

0  10  0 

9  12  4 
10    4  4 
7  19  3 
9  14  7 

62  7  4 
74    8  4 

63  17  9 
85  18  4 

4  8 
4  6 
4  4 
6  3 

420    1  6 
453    5  6 
413  12  6 
405  14  6 

ll" 

!!■ 
! ! 

!( 
n 

8 

1,161 

8 

1,169 

131  15  0 

116  16  3 

1    0  10  0 

27  10  6 

286  11  9 

4  11 

1692  14  0 

162 
172 
122 
156 

1 

162 
172 
122 
157 

14    2  0 

3    4  6 
7  16  6 

13  14  6 
13    8  6 
12  15  11 
16  19  6 

2    0  0 
2    0  0 
2    0  0 
2    0  0 

3  12  6 
3  11  6 
3    7  6 
3  17  0 

33    9  0 
22    4  6 
25  19  11 
22  16  6 

4  2 
2  7 
4  3 
2  11 

161    5  0 
182  16  6 
179   0  6 
191    6  0 

612 

1 

613 

25    3  0 

56  18  5 

8    0  0 

14    8  6 

104    9  11 

3  5 

714   8  0 

A  PPENDIX. 


289 


SOUTHAMPTON — continued. 


Foub  Ybars  bnded  Lady-Day,  1903. 


2,202    1,070  3,272 


207  5  10 
454  16  2 


74  11  0 

224  19  0 


97  17 
122  14 
122    9  0 


13  18  10 

14  0  5 


405 

3 

468 

377 

3 

380 

742 

3,809 

4,551 

546 

201 

747 

180  0  0 

165  0  0 

178  0  0 

294  0  0 


817    0  0 


63  16  0 
43  15  0 
139  10  0 


172    0  6 
146  0 
1,275  16 


39  12 

50  10 

47  13 

165  15 


28  0  0 

28  0  0 

28  0  0 

29  0 


113    0  0 


Other  Expenses. 


14  6 
12  17  0 
16  16  0 


0  9  ?!  0  10  6 
0  11  9 


1    1    4    1  12  6 


6  16  0 
0  12  0 


2  14 
0  3 
2  18 


345  17 
307  10    5  13 
596  15 
108    4    2  12 


8  § 


79  10   8  8 
79  18    0  6  11 
94  19    8  1  11 
239  15  11  18  1 


494    4    3  5  11 


5    0    0    214  0 


3  14  0 
0  19 


32  1  10 
18  15  10 


80  11 
57  17 


237  16 
218  3 
1,408  12  10 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


352  8 
351  16 
340  15  0 


7    5  10    2  1,403  11  0 


269  15  11 

260  6 

264  13 

259  14 


1,054  9  11 


380    0  0 
379  0 
383    0  0 


61  12 

71  15  10  ! 

3  12    oj     69  8  8 

3  16    9     181  11  219  8 


425  17 
438  16  0 


CHRISTCHURCH. 


FAREHAM. 


F0RDIN  GBRLDGE 


HARTLEY 
WINTNEY 


230 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Lady-Day  1899. 


>> 

ii 

2. 

M  Total  Number  of 
•  Re-Vaccinations. 

!*>■  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
^  and  Re-Vaccinatiou. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
5°  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator 
also  D.M.0 

CM 
5. 

O 
> 
6. 

s 

7. 

oo  Legal  Proceedings. 

9. 

_  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

go 

03*.  • 
13. 

54 
50 
47 
65 

1 

54 
50 
47 

66 

£    3.  <1. 
9    9  0 
8  15  0 
8    4  6 
8    8  0 

£    s.  d. 
5    0  0 

4  18  6 

5  0  0 
4    9  0 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 

£    a.  d. 
- 

£    s.  d. 
0    3  0 

£    s.  d. 
14  12  0 
13  13  6 
13    4  6 
12  17  0 

,  d. 
5  5 
5  6 
5  8 
3  11 

£  s.  (I.s. 
79  2  I)  2 
87  2  0  2 
70  0  0  1 
84  19   0  2 

216  1 

217 

34  16  6 

19    7  6 

0    3    0      54    7  0 

I 

5  0 

327    3   0  2 

197 
223 
178 
183 

1 

197 
223 
178 
184 

27  13  9 
29  17  9 
19    5  0 
32  18  11 

11  10  0 

12  2  0 
10  18  Q 

8  18  0 

0    4  11 
0    6  11 

0    6  0 
0    3  6 

1    6  0 
1    4  0 
1    4  0 
14  0 

3    7  5 

2  19  5 

3  3  11 

4  17  11 

44    2  1 
46  10  1 
34  16  11 

48    2  4 

4  6 

4  2 
3  11 

5  3 

73  0  0  2 
66  0  0  2 
75  0  0  2 
77    0   0  2 

781 

1 

782 

109  15  5 

43    8    0     1    1  4 

4  18  0 

14    8  8 

173  11  5 

4    5  291    0   0  21 

212 
188 
150 
138 

1 
1 

212 
189 
151 
138 

30  16  0 
29    1  6 
21  19  6 

20    0  6 

23  18  9 
21    1  3 
11    3  9 
16  15  9 

- 

6  19  2 
5  17  10 

4  3  6 

5  11  2 

61  13  11 

56    0  7 
37    6  9 
42    7  5 

5  10 

5  11 

«» 

6  2 

179  0  0  lj 
193  0  0  lj 
189  10  0  1 
211    7    0  1 

688 

2 

690 

101  17  6 

72  19  6 

22  11  8 

197    8  8 

5  9 

772  17    0  IS 

259 
301 
241 
217 

16 
19 
19 

23 

275 
320 
260 
240 

48    2  6 
56    0  6 
45    9  6 
42    3  6 

11  18  3 
14    7  3 
11    1  0 

10    8  9 

- 

4  18  9 
4  18  7 
4    3  9 
4  17  9 

64  19  6 
75    6  4 
60  14  3 
57  10  0 

4  9 
4  8 
4  8 
4  10 

336  6  0  Jjl 
323  10  0  1]4 
319  10  0  1 
329    7    0  IS 

1,018 

77 

1,095 

191  16  0 

47  15  3 

18  18  10 

258  10  1 

4  9 

1,308  13  0  Ii 

200 
199 
220 
)  148 

200 
199 
220 
148 

22    6  0 
20    8  0 
13    7  4 

13    5  2 
13    4  1 

11  1  7 

12  12  9 

0  15  0 
0  15  0 
0  15  0 
0  15  0 

- 

36    6  2 
34    7  1 
25    3  11 
34  18  4 

3  8 

3  5 
2  3 

4  9 

263  2  0  £|6 
261  2  0  J 
2G9  6  0  Sjj 
255    9   6  ii 

767 

3  742 
1  736 
1  638 
)  811 

112 

72 
73 
42 

767 

854 
808 
711 

853 

77  11  11 

50    3  7 

3    0  0 

130  15  0 

3  5 

i,04-8 19  eh  6 

00    1  0 
58    2  6 
58  11  0 
176    5  0 

139    8  6 
152  13  4 
144  18  0 
167  17  0 

11  16  0 

13  10  6 

14  1  0 

10    4  6 

27    4  0 
27    4  0 
26    9  0 
19    5  6 

238    9  6 
251  10  4 
243  19  0 
373  12  0 

5  7 

6  3 
6  10 
8  9 

4 

2..9L7 

299 

3« 

352  19  6 

604  16  10   49  12  0 

100    2  6 

1,107  10  10 

6  10 

Area,  16,757  acre; 
Pop.,  3,680. 

Total  for  4  years 

KINGSCLERE. 

Area,  45,986  acres. 
Pop.,  8,500. 

Total  for  4  years 

LYMINGT0N. 

Area,  40,128  acres. 
Pop.,  13,551. 

Total  for  4  years 

NEW  FOREST. 

Area,  68,563  acres. 
Pop.,  14,600. 

Total  for  4  years 

PETERSFIELD. 

A-.ea,  45,896  acres. 
Pop.,  12,561. 

Total  for  4  years 
PORTSMOUTH. 

Area,  5,010  acres. 
Pop,  188,133. 

Total  for  4  years 


SOUTHAMPTON — continued 


Foub  Yeabs  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 

1 1 

Re-Vaccinations. 

O 
4. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

i-  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f  and  Re-Vaccination. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
!°  and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

-.  > 
5. 

b 
> 

6. 

& 

1 
P-i 

7. 

oo  Legal  Proceedings. 

—  MiM.-ullaneous 
°  Expenses. 

-  Total  Renmnera- 
tion  of  D.M.O.'s. 

_  Average  Cost  per 
^  Visit  of  D.M.O. 

58 
78 
5G 
64 

102 

95 

58 
78 
158 
159 

£    s.  d. 
34  15  0 
41    7  6 
74    0  0 
00    5  0 

£    s.  d. 
9    0  0 
9  18  11 

8  0  9 

9  17  2 

£    s.  d 
- 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  J. 

£   s.  d. 

- 

£    s.  d. 
43  15  0 
51    6  5 
82    0  9 
70    2  2 

s.  d. 
15  1 
13  2 
10  5 

8  10 

£    s.  d. 
81  10  0 
81  17  0 
85    0  0 
80  13  0 

,d. 

2  11 

2  8 

3  5 
2  10 

197  453 

i 

210    7  6 

36  10  10 

— -  

247    4  4 

10  11 

335  12    6  2  11 

1 

140 
151 
143 
154 

2 
1 

221 
133 

142 
152 

304 
287 

82  19  6 
71    2  6 

82    5  4 
147  15  6 

20  14  0 
20  15  9 

20  13  (. 

21  1  6 

0    7  C 
0    6  1 
0    9  3 
0  13  G 

- 
- 

0    3  6 

104    4  0 
92    4  4 
103    8  1 
169  10  6 

14  8 
12  2 
5  8 
11  10 

70    0  0 

77  0  0 
82    0  0 

78  0  0 

1  9 

2  8 

3  6 
3  11 

357 

945 

384    2  10 

83    4  9 

1  15  10 

0   3  6 

469    6  11 

9  11 

313    0  0 

2  9 

349 
652 
428 
622 

289 
11 

551 

349 
941 
439 
1,173 

93  16  6 
296    4  6 
118  19  6 
394    0  0 

23  17  4 
21  12  3 
18    5  3 
13  17  9 

- 

- 

7  16  10 

6  3  11 

4    8  3 

7  11  0 

125  10  8 
324    0  8 
141  13  0 
415    8  9 

7  2 
6  11 

6  5 

7  1 

200    0  0 
193  10  0 
193    0  0 

no  io  o 

1  1 
1  3 
1  2 
1  2 

851 

2,902 

903    0  6 

77  12  7 

20    0  0 

1,000  13  1 

6  11 

703    0  0 

1  2 

334 
287 
280 

13 
12 

285 
10 

347 

299 
565 
232 

93  11  6 
137    7  0 

90  13  6 
208  11  6 

32  3  0 
37  16  0 

29    2  0 

33  8  0 

4    8  2 
4  16  3 

4    0  2 
4    9  8 

130    2  8 
179  19  9 

123  15  8 

246    9  2 

7  6 
12  0 

4  5 
21  3 

308    0  0 
318    0  0 
330  10  0 
317    0  0 

1  2 
1  8 
1  11 
1  4 

320 

1,443 

530    3  6 

132    9  0 

17  14  3 

680    7  3 

9  5 

1,273  10  0 

1  6 

199 

225 
263 
20C 

423 
10 

199 

225 
686 
216 

74  18  0 
110    9  0 

91  18  0 
182  16  6 

26    8  6 
24  14  0 
28    1  0 
30    4  6 

0  15  0 
0  15  0 
0  15  0 
0  15  0 

102    1  6 
135  18  0 
120  14  0 
213  16  0 

10  3 
12  1 
3  6 
19  10 

253  12  0 

254  2  0 
208  18  6 
311    6  6 

2  5 

2  7 

3  0 

433 

1,326 

460    1  6 

109    8  0 

3    0  0 

572   9  6 

8  8 

1,087  19  0 

1,278 
1,512 
1,974 
2,013 

121 
134 
3,879 
1,117 

1,399 
1,646 
5,853 
3,130 

452    9  0 
523    1  0 
1,155    8  0 
812  15  0 

226  14  0 
232    9  6 
252    9  3 
242    1  6 

6  12  0 

7  3  0 
7  15  3 
7  10  6 

68  13  0 

685  15  0 
762  13  6 
1,415  12  6 
1,131    0  0 

9  10 
9  3 
4  10 
7  3 

6,777 

5,251 

12,028 

2,943  13  0 

953  14  3 

29    0  9 

68  13  0 

3,995    1  0 

6  8 

KINGSCLERE. 


LYMINGTOIT. 


NEW  FOREST. 


PETERSFIELD. 


PORTSMOUTH. 


9i 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 

li 

99. 

S 
a 

§ 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

cinati  on 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  i; 
also  D.M.0. 

UNION 

!-  Year. 

M  Total  Number  of  Prii 
•  Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of 
•  Re-Vaccinations. 

o 
1 

H 
4. 

> 

CM 

d 

6. 

f 

Cm 

7. 

po  1  egal  Proceedings. 

cfi 

_  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccin 
!"*  and  Re-Vaccination. 

§  a 
>.2 

6  >? 
|| 

<  3 
12. 

_  Total  Remunera- 
w  tion  of  D.M.O.'s. 

- 

i 

i 

RINGWOOD. 

£  s. 

d. 

£ 

s. 

d. 

£  s. 

d. 

£    s.  d. 

£  8. 

d. 

£  s. 

d. 

d. 

s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 

area  36,447  acres. 

[ggj 

131 

147 
136 

15  1 
12  14 

o 

0 

5 

° 

2  3 

22  4 
19  17 

6 
2 

3  0 
2  11 

Pop.  6,220. 

1  K% 

1899 

120 
111 

120 
111 

12  16 
14  17 

0 
0 

5 
5 

0 
10 

0 
10 

2  3 
2  2 

5 
1 

19  19 
22  9 

5 
11 

3  4 

4  1 

- 

Total  for  4  years 

509 

5 

514 

55  8 

0 

20 

10 

10 

8  12 

2 

84  11 

0 

3  3 

ROMSEY. 

\rea  32,029  acres. 

178 

1 

210 
179 

26  3 
24  12 

6 
0 

11 

14 

1  4 
1  4 

0 
0 

3  *6 

42  14 
40  16 

3 

4  1 

4  7 

91  0 

4 
3 

Pop.  10,623.  ' 

1898 

214 

214 

27  14 

0 

12 

3 

0 

1  10 

0 

3  8 

9 

44  15 

0 

4  2 

223  11  8 

2 

1899 

179 

4 

183 

20  16 

1C 

8 

18 

0 

I  10 

0 

4  11 

1 

35  15 

11 

3  11 

231    0  0 

2 

Total  for  4  years 

781 

5 

786 

99    6  4 

44 

9 

0 

- 

5  8 

0 

14  18 

10 

164    2  2 

4  2 

616    1  8 

2 

SOUTHAMPTON. 

Area  1,409  acres. 

isyo 
1897 

901 

2 

903 
724 

112  15 
90  10 

10 

0 

98 
98 

jj 

4  7 
4  16 

11 

6 

26  18 

27  2 

0 

11 

242  4 
220  15 

; 

5  4 

6  1 

Pop.  61,319. 

L898 

707 

9 

716 

89  2 

6 

105 

16 

9 

5  4 

8 

27  7 

1 

227  11 

0 

6  4 

l,( 

1899 

789 

16 

805 

216  5 

8 

111 

6 

1 

2  3 

10 

25  13 

10 

355  9 

5 

8  10 

- 

I 

Total  for  4  years 

3,121 

27 

3,148 

508  14 

0 

413 

11 

7 

16  12 

11 

107  1 

10 

1,046  0 

4 

6  8 

-  ] 

SOUTH  STONEHAM. 

Area  26,095  acres. 

1896 
1807 

750 
734 

6 
* 

756 
736 

66  9 
62  14 

6 
6 

53 
58 

8 
8 

0 

6 

2  16 

3  0 

0 
0 

23  16 
26  16 

10 

5 

146  10 
150  19 

4 

5 

3  11 

4  1 

314  15  0 
319  17  6 

2 
2 

» 

1.1 

Pop.  80,611. 

835 

68  10 

6 

6  0 

0 

27  16 

1 

161  15 

2 

3  10 

1 

1,3 

1899 

767 

1 

768 

130  0 

6 

63 

5 

6 

6  15 

0 

29  0 

2 

229  1 

2 

6  0 

338    7  6 

1 

1,1 

Totai  for  4  years 

3,086 

9 

3,095 

327  15 

0 

234 

10 

7 

18  11 

0 

107    9  6 

688    6  1 

4  5 

1,292  17  6 

2 

l,s 

STOCKBRIDGE. 

Area  44,314  acres. 

1896 
1897 

135 
149 

48 

135 
197 

24  3 
29  5 

0 
6 

6 
6 

18 
16 

0 
0 

1  17 

2  1 

10 

0 

32  18 
38  2 

10 
6 

4  11 
3  10 

198    0  C 
193    0  0 

1 ! 
11 

13 
\t 

Pop.  6,130. 

1898 

123 

123 

23  15 

C 

6 

16 

3 

2  4 

11 

32  16 

5  4 

196  12  6 

If 

II 

189! 

169 

1 

170 

21  17 

8 

6 

15 

0 

1  18 

3 

30  10 

11 

3  7 

192  15  6 

If 

"~ 

Total  for  4  years 

576 

49 

625 

99  1 

2 

27 

3 

8  2 

0 

134    8  5 

4  4 

780    8  6 

WHITCHURCH. 

Area  31,358  acres. 

189f 
1897 

139 
125 

139 
125 

23  19 
22  4 

e 

6 

5 

5 

0 
0 

0 
0 

2  18 
4  17 

2 

31  17 

32  1 

8 
8 

4  7 

5  2 

168  14  0 
188    8  2 

li 
21 

II 
11- 

Pop.  5,823. 

1898 

126 

126 

21  17 

6 

0 

0 

2  7 

6 

29  5 

0 

4  8 

179  15  0 

If 

18 

189S 

122 

122 

16  2 

c 

6 

5 

4 

2  10 

9 

24  18 

1 

4  1 

182    3  6 

H 

Total  for  4  years 

51S 

!  - 

512 

84    3  C 

21 

5 

4 

12  13  7 

118  2 

4  7 

719   0  8 

2) 

SI 

*  ROMSEY  UNION.—  The  figures  as  tot):  ^ 


SOUTH  AMP  TON — contin  ued. 


S 


H  PS 


APPENDIX. 


Four  ¥ears  ended  LiAdy-JJay,  lyoa. 


Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


8  16  0 
8  10  3 


2  3  0 
2  3  5 
2    1  11 


38  10 

58  17  0 

59  14 
50  14 

207  10    9  I 


128  10  0 

129  10 
135  0 
126  10  0 

519  10  0 


19  17  9 
26  10  0 


3  6 
13  16  3 


11  1012  3 

161    2  1014  0 

2  7 
291  15    4  25 


718  17  6 


8  7 


243  16  0 

246  0  0 

247  15  0 
245  8 

82  19  5 


1,559 
1,012 


118  6  1 

119  13  0 
117  19  3 

120  3  0 

476    1  4 


1  18 
1  13 


41  3  3 
25  13  4 


428  10  2 
422  14 
550    1  2 
444  10 

1,845  15  8 


8  11 

9  0 
7  1 


SOUTHAMPTON. 


1,168 
3,160 
1,523 


389  10  0 
790  0  6 
476  3 


228  15  10 
230  15  1 


29  15  3 
32  18 
32  17 


448  17 

626  12 

1,051  14 

739  15  6 

i  2,867  0  3 


SOUTH  STONE  HAM. 


328  17 

1  10 
536  17  11 


1  14 

2  0  0 
2    0  0 


9  2  1 
1  14  6 


STOCKBRIDGE. 


189  12  6 

192    6  0 

192  10  0 

191    1  6 

765  10  0 


18  132  414'  546 
Ifrj     1271     1521  279 


76    9  6 
59  12 
144  11 


1,062    370  11  10 


10  18 
9  11 


1    7  11 
1  16 
1  17 


WHITCHURCH. 


6  14  10 
1  12  0 


174  10 
171  14 


157  5  10  : 
101    8  0' 


2  1 
2  2 
1  10 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY   OF  SO 


(JS?10N 

1. 

Koue  ¥ears  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

t5  Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

.   Total  Number  of 
■  Re-Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
and  Re-Vaccinntion. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  ■ 
Public 
Vaccinator  i 
also  D.M.0 

£L 

I 
7. 

po  I  egal  Proceedings. 

9. 

_  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

lo 

H 

1  § 

13. 

i 

i 
I 

l 

i 

*  WIGHT,  ISLE30F. 

Area  94.068  acres. 
Pop.  82,418. 

Total  for  4  years 

WINCHESTER. 

Area  63,065^acres. 
Pop.  31,516. 

Total  ior  4  years 
Total  for  the  County 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1 89( 
1897 
1898 
1899 

541 

654 
577 

525 

2 
7 
5 
4 

543 
661 
582 
529 

£    s.  d. 
52    3  6 
63  17  3 
58  11  0 
96  19  0 

£   s  d. 
91    3  0 
108    7  7 
89  14  8 
65    8  8 

£  s.  d. 

~ 

£   s.  d. 
2  18  0 
2    1  0 
16    5  6 

£  s.  d. 
28    6  0 
28    6  0 
28    6  0 
35    7  6 

£  s.  d. 

£     s.  d. 
174  10  6 
202  11  10 
192  17  2 
197  15  2 

s.  d. 
6  5 
6  2 

6  8 

7  6 

£    s.  d. 
753    0  0 
761    7  6 
758    5  11 
831    5  0 

3. 

U 
I.: 

I.i 

V 

2,297 

18 

2,315 

271  10  9 

354  13  11 

21    4  6 

120    5  6 

767  14  8 

6  8 

3,103  18  5 

383 
415 
367 
391 

29 
32 
39 
65 

412 
447 
406 
456 

58    8  6 
63  16  4 
57    6  0 
93  19  6 

23  14  9 
25    7  9 
23    7  9 
25    5  3 

1    7  7 
1    4  9 
1  10  8 
1    3  11 

0  15  0 
0  15  0 
0  15  0 
0    5  0 

10    5  11 

10    8  6 
10    1  7 
9  18  7 

94  11  9 
101  12  4 

93    1  0 
130  12  3 

4  7 
4  7 

4  7 

5  9 

J 
1 

li 

1,556 

165 

1,721 

273  10  4 

97  15  6 

5    6  11 

2  10  0 

40  14  7 

419  17  4 

4  11         -  j 

l.M 

29,644 

780 

30,424 

3,874    2  3 

2,888    1    5117  12  6 

32    5  6 

364   2    6j  621  11  7 

7,897  15  9 

5    223,114  4  ,7 

!!.(> 

*  ISLE  OF  WIGHT  UNION.  —The  number  of  operations  in  one  district  for  th  .m 
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SOUTH  AMPT  ON— continued. 


Foub  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 

UNION 

^   Total  Number  of  Primary 
Vaccinations. 

M  Total  Number  of 
Re-Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  ol  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
and  Re-Vaccination. 

Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
JO  and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 
5. 

q 

6. 

1 

oo  Legal  Proceedings. 

f). 

Miscellaneous 
®  Expenses. 

Total  Remunera- 
S*  tion  of  D.M.O.'s. 

_  Average  Cost  per 
^  Visit  of  D.M.O. 

1,313 
1,095 
1,205 
1,053 

11 

8 

2,075 
322 

1,324 
1,103 
3,280 
1,375 

£    s.  d. 
475    1  9 
402  18  0 
998    3  0 
460  18  6 

£    s.  d. 
172  10  4 
164  19  6 
150  10  0 
171  15  0 

£  s.  d. 
1  17  0 

£  s.  d. 

£  s.  d. 
2  18  6 
0  12  0 
2    0  0 
0  12  6 

£     s.  d. 
650  10  7 
568    9  6 
1,150  13  0 
635    3  0 

s.  d. 
9  10 
10  4 
7  0 
9  3 

£    s.  d. 
832  15  0 
846    0  0 
830  15  0 

856    6  3 

s.  d. 

2  9 
2  10 
2  9 
2  10 

WIGHT,  ISLE  0E. 
WINCHESTEB. 

4,666 

2,416 

7,082 

2,337    1  3 

659  14  10 

1  17  0 

1 

6    3  0 

3,004  16  1 

8  6 

3,365  16  3 

2  10 

425 
454 
491 
461 

54 
64 
1,646 
112 

479 
518 
2,137 
573 

160    8  6 
167    6  6 
447  13  0 
171  15  0 

32  17  9 
32  16  6 
34   0  3 
34    9  6 

_ 

10    7  1 
10    7  10 

20    9  6 
9  11  6 

203  13    4  8  6 
210  10  10   8  2 
502    2    9   4  8 
215  16    0   7  6 

1,831 

1,876 

3,707 

947    3  0 

134   4  0 

50  15  11 

1,132    2  11 

0    .1  - 

! 

43,680 

27,414  71,094 

21,780  1    oj  5,649    2  10 

72  10   2  27    6  6 

1 

8    8  0 

683    9  5 

28,220  17  11 

7  11 

24,881  9  7 

1 

"I 

||  rs  1896-7-8  and  in  another  district  for  the  years  1896-7-8-9  could  not  be  given. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 

The  Column  headed  "  Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O.'s"  does  not  in  the  case  of  erery  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  officers.  The 

information  was  not  complete  : — Cannock, 


Four  Yeaes  ended  Lady-Day, 


Other  Expenses. 


Where  the  - 
Public 
Vaccinator  is  j 
also  D.M.O.  ; 


£2 


BTJRTON-UPON 
TEENT. 


Area,  88,215  a 
Pop.,  92.814. 


Total  for  4  years 


1,062 
3,231 


89  0  0 
67  0 


0  0 
27  0 
61    0  0 
37  0 

155    0  0 


17  0 

14  0 

14  0  0 

8  0 

53  0  0 


78    0    0  226    0  0 


210  0  0  5 

185  0  0  5 

247  0  0  6 

169  0  0  3 

811  0  0  5  02, 


575  0  0  : 
585  0 


CANNOCK. 

Area,  68,830  acres. 
Pop.,  47,636. 

Total  for  4  yea 
CHEADLE. 


85  17 
77  15 


25  3  11 
45    0  11 


150  10 
157  17 


Area,  54,169  acres. 
Pop.,  24,657. 


Total  for  4  years 


55  0 

53  0  0 

49  0  0 

34  0  0 

191  0  0 


6  0 
6    0  0 


81  0  0  : 
63  0 


Area,  75,881  t 
Pop.,  41,867. 


1896 
1897 


Total  for  4  years 

LICHFIELD. 


54  17 
53  15 
45  12  6 


33  12 
32  17 


2  10 

3  12  3 


12  15 
11  19  0 
11    9  0 
11  19 

2  3 


20  10 
25  15 


184  12 
209    6    6  5 
'  212  18 


Area,  76,890  acres. 
Pop.,  42,542. 


Total  for  4  years 


71  14 

58  14 


19  1  8 
17  18  1 
16  19 


100  0  11 
103  15 


242  10 
244  12    6  | 
I  238  10 


NEWCASTLE- 
XJNDEE-LYME. 


Area,  29,403  acres. 
Pop.,  40,345. 


87  15 
78  16 


31  12  0 

30    2  6 

29  19  0 

28   0  9 


135  12 
134  10 
138  10  1 


135  10 
126  10   0  S 
132  11 


119  14  3 


13  13  10104  11  6 
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STAFFORD. 

enumeration  is  only  shown  where  information  as  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the  D.M.O.  has  been  given.  In  the  following  Un: 
"ewcastle-under-Lyme,  Stafford. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Other  Expenses. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


139  0  0 

121  0  0 

152  0  0 

195  0  0 


5  0  0 
8    0  0 


21  0  0 

10  0  0 

10  0  0 

10  0 


607    0  0 


51    0    0198    0  0 


105  13  6 
71    9  3 


5    0    0104    7  7 


70  16  9 

67  9 

65  16 

4    oj     66  5  9 


2    6    270    8  2 


3,031  1,152    1    0    238  14  6 


28  11 
31    2  3 
18  15  11 
25  17 


19  0 
18  19  1 
17  18 

38  16 


94    5  0 


741    0    010  10 


1,062    0    011  7 


338  0 
386  0 
470    0  0 


411  19  10 
420  10  1 
494  19 


325  12 
453  19 


1,408  10  9 


368  15 
340  12  10 
425  19 


80    9    9  1,471  15  9 


573  0  0 

586  0  0 

579  0  0 

613  0 


BURT0N-UP0N- 
TRENT. 


2,351  o   o  : 


163  10  0 

147    0  0 

150  0  0 
188  14 


649 


167  0 
179    0  0 


123  10 

126  12  0 


7    6  502    2  6 


LICKtlELD. 


NEWCASTLE- 
UNDER-LYME. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  ] 


3  i 


g  g* 


s«8 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


Area,  44,825  a 
Fop.,  18,152. 

Total  for  4  yearp 

STAFFORD. 

Area,  57,897  acres. 
Pop.,  31,302. 

Total  for  4  years 

STOKE-UPON-TRENT- 

Area,  12,304  acres. 
Pop.,  155,422. 


1896 
1897 


1896 
1897 
1898 


1,532 
1,219 


Area,  68,420  acres 
Pop.,  19,639. 

Total  for  4  years 

TAMWORTH. 

Area,  44,519  aores 
Pop.,  24,667. 

Total  for  4  years 

UTTOXETER. 

Area,  66,148  acre 
Pop.,  15,808. 

Total  for  4  years 


21  16 
16    8  9 


5  0  0 
5  12 


51  9 
42    6  0 
45  16  8 


51  14 
48  16 
47  19  8 
71  16 


18  18 
15  12 


0  14 

1  2  10 


i  21  13  11 
i  12  16  3 


87  3  3 
84  5 

90  13  2 

104  10  7 


159  14 
161  15  10 


220    6  0 


i  12  9 


1,532 
1,220 


91  18  1 

95  14  1 

95    1  8 

98    8  7 


i  69  16  11 
I  83  11  10 


2  5  : 


8    0   0312    0    8  1 


35  13  0 

27  19  6 

33  10  6 

20  15  6 


19  13 
17  14 


2  2  0 

3  2  0 


13  17 
8  14 


57  10 
51  17 


117  18  6 


40  18  6 
35    0  0 


23  15 
17  18 


10  2  10 
8    6  0 

11  8  3 
10  16  5 


84  14 
72  19 


40  13  6 


17  14 
17  15 
20  11 


11  16 

12  0 


4  10 
4  15  10 


0.  • 


179    0   0  5  1 

6  I 
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STAFFORD—  continued. 


Four  Yeabs  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Other  Expenses. 


1,964 
2,771 
3,073 
7,405 

1  15,213 


174  12  0 
157  16  9 
146  15 
219  11 

698  15  6 


166  3  0 
166  16  0 


644  3  0 

859  15  0 

901  10  6 

1,572  12  6 

3,978  1  0 


57  13 
149  12 


23  14  10 
21  12 


48  17 

41  12  1 

42  16  0 


20  11 
40  18 
31  11 
31  16 

124  16 


108  6 
154  14  0 
176  16 
217  8 

657    5  0 


55  14 
62  16 
61  13 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


1  10 
1  10 
1  10  0 
1  10  0 

6    0  0 


0  19 

0  17 

1  3  0 
1  6  10 


245  6 
235    9  10 


3  16  6 
1  7 


8 1 


5  16  0 

6  1  2 
6  0 

11  14 

i  12 


119  12 
115    0  0 


179  14  11  i 

257    3    0  1 


10  14 
10  10 


3  11 
1  11  11 
1  14  10 


226  14  4 

219  16  5 

253  10  2 

256    8  4 

956    9  3  ! 


944  0 

)  1,189  19 

I  1,220  5 

I  10    8  J 

)  5,276  15    8  i 


163    3  10  i 

158  1  10  i 

159  13 
152  0 

633    0  1 


276  15  0 
1  276  15 


0  12  0 
0  10  0 


6  2  0!  84  7  010  0 
6  13    3    197  8 

5  11    II    153  15 

202  19  11 

24  14    7    638  10  9 


82  12 
82  17 
92  12 


9  14  2 
9  15  5 
9  17  11 

28    6  9 

14  3 


173  15 

227    5  10  8 

248    8    0  7 

327  17    2  8 

977    6    2  8  4 


1  2 
1  6 


i  2  2 

:      1  8 


18    4  11 

24  16 


0  14 
0  14 
0  14  0 
0  14  0 

2  16  0 


179  11 
194  10  6 
206  0 


4  11 

17  15  8 


SEISD0N. 


STOKE-TJPON  TRENT 


TAMWORTH 


UTTOXETER. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  '. 


COUNTY   OF  i 


UNION. 

1. 

Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

(o  Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

w  Total  Number  of 
'  Re-Vaccinations. 

*"  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f  and  Re- Vaccination 

A  verage  Cost  of  Vaccination 
•    and  Re-Vaccination  per  head.  | 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  i 
also  D.M.0. 

> 
5. 

«  v.o. 

a> 

a 

6  £ 
|  % 

7.  8. 

<p  Rent. 

i-  Miscellaneous 
Expenses. 

||  1 
l|  || 
<I 

13.  if 

WALSALL. 

Area,  22,079  acres. 
Pop.,  118,607. 

Total  for  4  years 

WEST  BROMWICH. 

Area,  19,424  acres. 
Pop.,  172,189. 

Total  for  4  years 

WOLSTANTON  AND 
BXTRSLEM. 

Area,  14,075  acres. 
Pop.,  99,545. 

Total  for  4  years 

WOLVERHAMPTON. 

Area,  11,147  acres. 
Pop.,  154,591. 

Total  for  4  years 
Total  for  the  County 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

189C 
1897 
1898 
L899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

633 
688 

30i 

S 
1 

636 
688 
532 
303 

£   s.  d 
59    2  0 
61  11  6 
45  17  6 
25  10  6 

£    s.  d 
28    8  9 
49  10  6 
41    2  0 
30  11  1 

£   s.  d 
7  11  1 
9    5  8 
9    8  11 
5  15  4 

£    s.  d 

£   s.  d 
10  10  C 
17    0  C 
10  10  C 
12  10  C 

£    s.  d 
53    6  8 
53  19  3 
57    1  6 
57  16  2 

158  18  fc 
191    7  C 
163  19  11 
132    3  1 

s.  d 

5  0 

5  7 

6  2 
8  9 

£    s.    d.s.  j 
393    7    6  1 
391    7    1  1 
393  10  10  0 
396  18    3  1 

2,154 

5 

2,159 

192    1  6 

149  12  4 

32    1  1 

50  10  C 

222    3    7     646    8  t 

1 

6    01,575  3   8  1 

696 
395 

237 

3 
5 
3 
3 

699 
400 
185 
240 

52    7  0 
29  17  6 
13  16  0 
27  17  0 

51    4  6 
35    6  6 
27    4  8 
66    6  6 

1    6  10 
1    6  8 
117 
1    2  7 

- 

69    1  10 
71    3  3 
71    5  4 
75    1  11 

174    0  2 
137  13  11 
113    7  7 
165    8  0 

5  0 

6  11 

12  3 

13  9 

250    0   0  1  ) 
250   0   0  1  ]| 
250    0   0  1  |; 
270    0   0  1  j( 

1,510 

14 

1,524 

118  17  6 

180    2  2 

4  17  8 

- 

- 

286  12  4 

590    9  8 

7  9 

1,020  0  0  1  i( 

1,038 
1,065 
926 
789 

3 
6 
1 
3 

1,041 
1,071 

927 
792 

108    0  0 
112    0  0 
100    0  0 
100    0  0 

54  0  0 
61    0  0 

55  0  0 
51    0  0 

1    0  0 
1    0  0 

39    0  0 
43    0  0 
43    0  0 
11    0  0 

57    0  0 
63    0  0 
61    0  0 
66    0  0 

258  0  0 
280    0  0 

259  0  0 
229    0  0 

4  11 

5  3 
5  7 
5  9 

138  0   0  C  |j 

139  0   0  C  u 

135  0   0  0  |;.) 

136  0   0  0  )j( 

3,818 

13 

3,831 

420    0  0 

221    0  0 

2    0  0 

136    0  0 

247    0  0 

1,026   0  0 

5  4 

1  - 
548    0   0  0||( 

943 
1,067 

777 
1,211 

199 
23 
18 
47 

1,142 
1,090 
795 
1,258 

83    3  6 
89    3  0 
62  16  0 
38    5  0 

62    1  7 
68  13  9 
53    1  6 
31  16  8 

10  4  0 

11  14  11 
10    0  1 

4  13  1 

78    7  5 
73    9  1 
78  13  10 
87  19  3 

233  16  6 
243    0  9 
204  11  5 
162    4  0 

4  1 

4  6 

5  2 
2  7 

610    0   0  oL 
610    0   0  l|ln 
612    1    8  l||is 
865    0   o|  lL 

3,998 

287 

4,285 

273    7  6 

215  13  6 

36  12  1 

317  19  7 

843  12  8 

3  11 

2,697   1   8  1.  iM 

j  ! 

37,678 

349 

38,027 

3,836    7  1 

2,194  14    3  202  13  11 

1  1 

124    2  1 

2,188  8  8 

8,846    6  0 

4  8 

6,461  9  8  is-.. 
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T  AFF  O  RD — continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


2,370 
1,581 


783  18  0 

544    4  0 

662  11  6 

1,120  19  6 


209  12  1 

141    1  0 

178    6  2 

222    1  8 


8  13  2 

9  16  11 
9  17  1 


59  18 
59  9 


9  0 

:  9  6 
i  9  2 


£    s.  d. 

425  17  8 


1  1 

1  0 


)  3,111  13  0 


751    0  11 


2,391 
1,453 
1,749 
4,053  : 


791  19 
541  15  0 


WEST  BROMWICH. 


76  14  8 
75  14  2 


1,098  17 

787  16    510  10 

941  15 
1,465  9 


160  0  0 
160    0  0 


•Mini  :.! 


1  4,293  18  7 


8  11 


1,510 
1,382 
1,728 
2,672 


482  0 
459  0 


54  0 

57    0  0 

55  0 


700  0    0  ( 

669  0 

770  0 

1,031  0    0  ' 


125  0 

145  0 

175  0  0 

172  0    0  i 


W0LSTANT0N  AND 
BTJRSLEM. 


-,.;1\Y1  -1 


D  3,170    0    0  : 


617    0    0  i 


2,161 
2,010 
3,399 
2,795 


813  10  6 

658  9  6 
700  12 

954    2  6 


215  10  9 

178    6  3 

173  13  3 

199  16  9 


WOLVERHAMPTON. 


78  10 
76  11 


950  17 
1,258  5 


865  0 

0  0 


I  10,365  3 


i  15  0 


767    7  0 


5  88,377  27,590  19  0  6 


8    316,644  IS  4 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  . 


COUNTY  01 


Four  Ybabs  ended  Lady-Day, 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  it 
also  D.M.O. 


Area  94,316  acres. 
Pop.  25,577. 

Total  for  4  years 

BOSMERE  AND 
CLAYDON. 

Area  58,883  acres. 
Pop.  14,097. 

Total  for  4  years 

BUKY  ST.  EDMUNDS. 

Area  2,947  acres. 
Pop.  16,255. 

Total  for  4  years 

C0SF0BJ). 

Area  52,890  acres. 
Pop.  14,862. 

Total  for  4  years 
HAETISMEEE. 

Area  64,510  acres. 
Pop.  13,513 

Total  for  4  years 

H0XNE. 

Area  52.842  acres. 
Pop.  10,220. 

Total  for  4  years 


58  16 
56    6  0 


44  0  0  5 
42  10    0  3 


56  15  0 
40  6  0 
28  17  0 


20  8  0 
16  17 


1    1,481     193  15  8 


19    0  0  12  1 

17  15  0  11  4 

18  2  9  6  10 
13    9  0  7  9 


6   9    1  18  0 


20   0  0 

20  0  01 
22   0  8, 


2  15  0 
2  15 


22  12  1 
21    0  9 


29  10  9 
20  18  0 


2371  34  2  0 
223!     32  15  6 


240     29    3  6 


1    17  1 

28  11  8 

10  16  0 

15  14  5 


56  19  2 


1  19 

2  6  11 
1  8 


10  14  6 
7  18  1 


73  0 
54    1  10 


8  11     282    5  2, 


4  19  11 

5  11  3 


21  14    3     177    7  11 


71  14 
65  19  11 


266  11  0  2 

305    8  3|  2 

236  13  2)  2 

237  9  2l  2 

4  101,046  1  71  2 


2!  207    2   0  3 


2  4 
2  14 
2  14 


56  13   8i  1 
47  18 
49  18 


361  2 
373  19 


0  8 

I 

 1  to 


4   41,531  5  8  1 


65  11  2  5  11 
53  0  2  4  11 
49    0  1 


I 


APPENDIX. 


remuneration  is  only  shown  in  those  cases  where  information  as  to  the  number  of  visits  has  been  given.  In  the  following  Unions  the 
Cosford,  Hoxne,  Plomesgate,  Samford,  Sudbury,  Thingoe. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1 


■Si 


Where  the 
Public 

also  D.M.O. 


168  17  0 
400  19  10 


s.  d.     £    s.  d. 


44  13  3 
40    2  11 

52  12  2 


£   s.    d.    £    s.  d. 


243  10    7  ;  8  10    46    0  0 
238  15    3  8 
208  19  11 J  2 
453  12    0  12 


40  0  0 
40  10  0 


4    4    191  13  5 


1,144  17 


0  6  8  0  9  6 
0    7    8    0    7  0 


0  10 
0  10 


147  11    2  10    5  235 


6  2 
4  11 


166  0  0 
185  15  4 
334  13  10 


1    4  11     1  17  6 


5    4    834    0    4  9  2 


6  234  9  8  1 
4  251    0    3  2 

7  276    6  10,  3 


76  19  0 
91  19  0 
136  18 


183  16  0 
155  11  10 
193  13  6 


27  17  10 
27  19  11 


56    1  11 

54    0  5 


1  1 

0  16  11 

0  13 

0  6  4 


1  10  0 
0  15  0 


2  18    1    4    9  0 


0    7  0 

0  3  6 
2    6  6 


BOS  MERE  AND 
CLAYD0N. 


BURY  ST.  EI  MUNIS 


7    6  209  10  0  2 

7    8  214   0  0  2 

6  11  211    8  4  1  11 

3    7|  217  10  6  1  8 


I  852    8  10;  2  2 


243  10    7  13  3 


250  17  2  5  3 
397  13    8  29  0 


14  12  11  1,104    4    1  11  3 


109  3  2 
108  18  2 
190  15 


81    4  0 

171  19  0 

172  11  0 
225  11  6 


651    5  6 


34  12  3 

27  18  10 

28  6  4 
27    1  11 


117  19  4 


105  12  0 

86  2  0 

87  1  0 
121  12  0 


400 


1  6  3 

1  10 

1  11  5 

1  9  5 


5  17 


115  16    3   7  8 

199  17  10  13  1 

200  17    4  4  4 


HARTISMERF. 


351  19  6j  1  7 
378  12  0  2  0 
346    7    o|  1 


252  13    5  12    5  365  4 


769    4  10,  7  ll!l,442  3    0  1 


130  12  11 
109  15  11 
108  16  7 
142    4  5 


10  10    96    0  0 

19  0 

4    el  287  19  0 

13    3  268  19  0 


491    9  10  8    5  849  17  0 


100. 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  01 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


Other  Expenses 


11 

1  I 


■  - 


Where  th< 
Public 
Vaccinator 
also  D.M.C 


Area  8,112  acres. 
Pop.  66.G22. 

Total  for  4  years 

MILDENHALL. 

Area  64,870  acre3. 
Pop.  8,261. 

Total  for  4  years 

HUT  FORD  AND 

LOTHINGLAND. 

Area  31,741  acres. 
Pop.  43,323. 

Total  for  4  years 

PLOMESGATE. 

Area  75,373  acres. 
Pop.  10,614. 

Total  for  4  years 

RISBRIDGE. 

Area  53,926  acres. 
Pop.  16.049. 

Total  for  4  years 


Area  45,351  acres. 
Pop.  12,256. 


Total  for  4  years 


£  s.  d. 
59  15  9 


13  10    166  17  11 


81  13 
55  15  10 


43  15 

24  13 
45  13 

25  10 


42  10 
38  15  0 


1  10 
1  10 
1  10 
1  10 


3  10  4 

3    5  7 


25  18  10 
30  7  9 
37  10  8 
27  10  6 


121  7 


29  18  1 
36  17  6 


0  11 
0  16 


16  6  7 

17  10  2 


3  18  0 
1  1 


95  12 
65  15 


53  10  0 
57  10 


74    5  10 

56  16 

85    6  8 

57  7  6 


273  16  9 


43  18  1 
45  12  0 
48  0 


5  116 
7  121 


4  11  464    0   0  II 


j„4 

!  11  328  15  ffl  1 
:  10  342  1  01  i 
:    3  296    5   6  P 

;    41,310  13  6j  ! 


1= 


APPENTJTX. 
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SUFFOLK—  continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


^  Total  Number  of  Primary 

'    Vaccinations.  ; 

w  Total  Number  oi 
•  Re-Vaccinations 

*■  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f"  and  Re-Vacciuation. 

u 

11 

12. 

Where  the 
Public 

also  D.M.O. 

5. 

6 
> 
6. 

*  Legal  Proceedings. 

9. 

_  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

S 

$  a 
13. 

P 
Vt> 

14. 

497 
690 

998 

15 

25 

100 

512 
715 

1,098 

£    9.  d. 

200  11  0 
274   0  6 
355    5  0 
651  11  6 

62    1  6 

66  10  9 

67  11  3 
80  10  3 

£    3.  d. 

£  s.  a. 

£  s.  d. 

£  s.  d. 
44  13  4 
37  16  8 
44  11  9 
33  17  7 

£  s.  d. 
307    5  10 
378    7  11 
467    8  0 
765  19  4 

s.  d. 

12  0 
10  7 

2  11 

13  11 

£  s.  d. 

s.  d. 
- 

3,132 

2,390 

5,522 

1,481    8  0 

276  13  9 

i 

160  19    4  1,919    I  1 

6  11 

196 
207 

203 

853 

196 
207 

1,056 

70    0  0 
68    0  0 
102    0  0 
318    0  0 

19  0  0 
27    0  0 
23    0  0 

20  0  0 

1  10  0 
1  10  0 
1  10  0 
1  10  0 

90  10    0  9    3  208    0  0 
96  10    0!  9    4  203    0  0 
127  10    016    5  202    0  0 
339  10    0(  6    5  195    0  0 

3  il 
3  1 
3  3 
3  7 

761 

853 

1,614 

558    0  0 

89   0  0 

6    0  C 

1    0  0 

654    0  0 

8    lj  808    0  0 

3  6 

799 
820 

81i 

17 
14 

94 

816 
834 

905 

318  19  10 
318  18  1 
332  13  3 
619    3  10 

88  16  5 
91  16  3 
96    7  7 
99    9  8 

1  11  0 

2  12  10 

1  18  11 

2  8  8 

3  14  4 

16    2  5 
16  19  2 

42    3  3 

425    9  8 
430    6  4 
449    5  6 
766  19  9 

10  5 
10  4 
3  6 
16  11 

244    6  f 
242    5  1 
237    8  8 
257  13  3 

1  3 

1  10 
110 

2  4 

3,302 

1,808 

5,110 

1,589  15  0 

376    9  11 

8  11  5 

3  14  4 

93  10  7 

2,072    1  3 

8  1 

981  13  6 

1  9 

382 
393 

387 

922 

382 
393 

1,309 

139    0  0 
175    0  0 
146   0  0 
366    0  0 

35    0  0 
32    0  0 
31    0  0 
31    0  0 

5    0  0 

6    0  0 
6    0  0 
6    0  0 
6    0  0 

180    0  0 
213    0  0 
183    0  0 

408    0  0 

9  5 
10  10 
10  11 

6  3 

116    0  0 
112    0  0 

88    0  0 
86    0  0 

4  0 
3  10 
3  0 
3  0 

1,498 

922 

2,420 

826    0  0 

129    0  0 

5    0  0 

24   0  0 

984    0  0 

8  2 

402    0  0 

3  6 

395 

296 
295 

1 

2 

724 
16 

396 
269 
1,020 
311 

140  16  0 
103  11  0 

133    2  6 
312  18  0 

68  17  6 
56    9  9 
60   2  1 
65    2  0 

0    0  4 
0    0  11 

0    2  2 

- 

2  15  4 
2  10  0 

212    8  10 
160    1  1 

195  15  6 
378    2  2 

10  9 

11  11 

3  10 
24  4 

314  0  0 

315  5  9 
299  10  0 
318    0  0 

1  10 
1  9 
1  9 
1  10 

1,253 

743 

1,996 

690    7  6 

250  11  4 

0    3  5 

5    5  4 

946    7  7 

9  6 

1,246  15  9 

1  9 

209 
215 
195 
224 

3 

350 
29 

209 
21 8 
545 
253 

111    9  6 
89  11  0 
107    8  0 
179    2  0 

43  12  8 
43  10  9 

36  8  ? 

37  12  10 

3    4  0 

3  17  3 
0  15  8 
0    3  £ 

158  19  5 
133  17  5 
144    0  0 
219  18  10 

15  3 
12  3 
5  3 
17  5 

843 

382 

1,225 

487  10  6 

161    4  f. 

_ 

3    4  0| 

4  16  8 

656  15  8 

10  9 

MILDENHALL. 


MUTF0RD  AND 

L0THINGLAND. 


PL0MESGATE 


EISBMDGE. 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  . 


COUNTY  OP 


Area  56,810  acros. 
Pop.  19,166. 

Total  for  4  yearb, 
SUDBURY. 

Area  80,521  acres. 
Pop.  27,052. 

Total  for  4  years 
THINGOE. 

Area  83,998  acres. 
Pop.  14,528. 

'  Total  for  4  years 
WANGFORD. 

Area  35,570  acres. 
Pop.  14,888.  „ 

Total  for  4  years 
"W00DBRIDGE. 

Area  78,472  acres. 
Pop.  25.572. J 


Total  for  the  County 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


70  14 
77  17  10 


30  0 

31  0 


49  10  6 
53  5 


34  18  6 

46    6  0 

57    6  0 

101  13  6 


11  19 
16  19 
10   0  11 


26  14  10 
28  15  10 
23  2 
26  17  3 


105  10  5 


240   4   0     77  11    9    8   0  5 


Other  Expenses. 


0  11 
0  10 


2    7  29    3  3 


J  § 


5  19 
5  19 


Where  the 
Public  i 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.J1.0. 


Eh  "is 


107  18  9 
93  13  11 


484  0  0 
472   0  0 


6  321    0   0;  2 


1  312  2  6  2  j 
9  305  15    6  I 


3    8  1,263  14   0!  2 


24    8    0    306  19    0  4    8 1, 


8  2 
10   7  10 


7    0  35  16  2 


13    1  435    9  7 


64  13  10|  3  9 
63    3  11 
68    3  10 


72  1  2 
86    9  11 


195  16 
216  13 
208  14  7 


5    2  817  17  4 


4    5  13,696  16  8 


3  UFF  OLK — continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 

|| 

o  § 
2. 

w  Total  Number  of 
Re-Vaccinations. 

*■  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

1  § 
|| 

ii. 

Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  tire 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 
5. 

|                     OA  « 

d 

8 
tn 

7. 

& 

1 
8 

8. 

& 
9. 

h-  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

*3 
*2 

li 

13. 

lg 

S  £ 
<i> 

14. 

UNION. 

414 

4'28 
469 
336 

4 
44 

15 

418 
472 

351 

£    s.  d 
149    0  0 
149    0  0 
403    0  0 
211    0  0 

£    8.  d 

41    0  0 

55  0  0 

56  0  0 

£  b.  d 
- 

£    8.  d 

- 

£  s.  d. 

£  s.  d. 
4    0  0 
4   0  0 
7    0  0 
9    0  0 

£    s.  d 
194    0  0 
208    0  0 
465    0  0 
276    0  0 

s.  d 
9  3 
8  10 
5  1 
15  9 

£    s.  d 

478    0  C 
471    0  0 
465    0  C 
477    0  0 

8.  d 

3  2 
3  6 
3  6 
3  9 

STOW. 

SUDBURY. 
THINGrOE. 
WANGF0RD 
W00DBRIDGE. 

1,647 

1,411 

3,058 

912    0  0 

207    0  0 

- 

24    0  0 

1,143    0  0 

7  6 

1,891  0  0 

3  6 

536 
463 
497 
440 

9 
45 

536 
472 

485 

268    3  0 
225  17  2 
227    5  2 
412    0  5 

68    6  0 
58    0  6 

50  12  7 

- 

4    9  9 

340  18  9 
283  17  8 
281    9  2 
462  13  0 

12  9 
12  0 
3  4 
19  1 

307    9  0 
294  18  6 
314    8  11 
313    8  3 

2  5 
2  6 
2  3 
2  8 

1,936 

1,258 

3,194 

1,133    5  9 

231    3  1 

- 

4    9  9 

!  | 
-  -      1,368  18    7  8  7 

1,230  4  8 

2  5 

278 
350 
304 
363 

116 

278 
350 

479 

88  17  6 
132    8  6 
647  12  6 
140  11  0 

4    0  2 
4  18  2 

4    5  11 

0  11  8 
0  13  4 
0  14  0 
0  11  7 

- 

93    9  4 
138    0  0 
652  19  4 
145    8  6 

6  9 

7  11 

5  6 

6  1 

474  15  11 

467  9  1 

468  3  3 

469  15  4 

1  4 
1  5 
1  5 
1  6 

1,295 

2,170 

3,465 

1,009    9  6 

17  17  1 

2  10  7 

1,029  17  2 

5  11 

1,880  3  7 

1  5 

331 

338 
341 
315 

5 
7 

271 
37 

336 
345 
612 
352 

97  4  0 

98  10  6 
106  17  0 
140  15  11 

21  19  6 
21    5  0 
17    0  2 
17  14  5 

- 

5    0  0 
5    0  0 
5    0  0 
4  18  11 

124    3  0 
124  15  6 
128  17  2 
163    9  3 

7  5 
7  3 
4  3 
9  3 

224    0  0 
220    2  3 
214  13  0 
212    1  0 

2  1 
2  1 
2  1 
2  0 

1,325 

320 

1,645 

443    7  5 

77  19  1 

- 

19  18  11 

541    5  5 

6  7 

870  16  3 

2  1 

376 
415 
601 

I  499 

333 
116 

376 
415 
934 
615 

168  16  6 
186    6  6 
312    1  6 

263    4  6 

21    8  3 

36  6  3 
33  18  0 

37  18  9 

14    1  9 
1  17  8 
1    9  11 
1    7  0 

4    1  0 

8  1  10 
7  15  0 
6  14  10 

9  2  6 

216    9  4 
232    5  5 
354    4  3 
301  12  9 

1  6 
1  2 
7  7 
9  10 

201    0  11 

278  13  8 

260  4  0 

261  10  2 

3  0 
2  7 
2  5 
2  5 

1,891 

449 

2,340 

920    9  0 

129  11  3 

18  16  4 

4    1  0 

31  14  2 

1,104  11  9 

9  5 

,001  8  9 

2  6 

26,987 

18,883 

45,870 

14,390  18  6 

2,777    4  7 

40    4  9 

22    5  10 

4    9  9 

130    8  10 

7,665  12  3 

! 

7    8  15,288  11  9 

1 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 

The  Column  headed  "  Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O.'s  "  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  officers.  The 

Union  the  information  was  not  complete.    For  Chertsey  and  Farnham 


Four  Years  Ended  Lady-Day, 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


Area,  43,638  acres. 
Pop.,  40,597. 


Total  for  4  years 


Area,  32,540  acres. 
Pop.,  194,429. 


Total  for  4  years 


Area,  40,864  acres. 
Top.,  17,449. 


'Total  for  4  years 


Area,  43,882  a 
Pop.,  62,021. 


Total  for  4  years 


Area,  41,215  acres. 
Pop.,  62,458. 


Total  for  4  years 


Area,  52,345  acres. 
Pop.,  27,864. 


Total  for  4  years 


£    s.  d.s. 

87    0  0  3 

82    0  0  3 

85   0  0  3  10 

85    0  0  3  10 


0  0  : 


136  12  0 
119    6  0 


10  13 
10  15 


13  16 

26  17 


37  12 
29  13  0 


61  17  9 
59  14 


360  17  10 
352  14 
480    1  1011 


6  11    0143  11    6241  12  10 


3  2 
20  14  6 


8  10  0 

8  10  0 

9  0  0 
7  15 


6  0  9 
6   9  1 


51  18  3 
59    5  1 


0    4    8  23  17    0,  : 


15  0 


254    2  10    166  13  0 


53  14 
23  18  6 


7  3  3 

8  3  10 


34  2  0 
40  19  6 


I  10  0 

;  io  o 


136  8 
150  19  10 


522  17  6  3  9 

498    5  0  3  0 

450    6  4  2  11 

471  11  1  3  2 


7    61,942  19  11  3  2t 


20  0  0 
20  12 


8  10    82    0  0 


23  19 
31  18 


7  14  0 

7  14  1 

7  14  0 

7  14  1 

30  16 


112  10 
115  14 
136   2  10  > 
105  13  11  ■ 

470    1    5  < 


50  16  0  : 
46  8 


638  15  0 
628  17 

623  14  6 

626  10  0 


5    7  2,517  17  0 


329  17 
325  13 
410  15 
401  17 


APPENDIX. 


SURREY. 

•enumeration  is  only  shown  in  those  rase=i  where  information  as  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the  D.M.O.  has  been  giv 
Jnions  the  number  of  visits  as  D.M.O.  were  not  given  for  any  district. 


In  the  Richmond 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


^  Total  Number  ©f  Primary 
Vaccinations. 

a  J 

3. 

■J 

O 
Z 
1 

a 

1 
4. 

681 
742 
2,715 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
~  and  Re- Vaccination. 

>-2 
:  fi 

<c  i 
12. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 

04 

5. 

6 

6. 

I 

04 

7. 

1 

£ 
■a 

8. 

1 
9. 

>_  Miscellaneous 
®  Expenses. 

§2 
1  i 

13. 

Jo 
:  p 

14. 

583 
601 
723 
656 

141 

1,992 

£   s.  d. 
240    0  0 
237    0  0 
365    0  0 
593    0  0 

£    s.  d. 
78    0  0 
68    0  0 
86    0  0 
90    0  0 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 

£   s.  d. 
110  0 
14   0  0 
14    0  0 
16    0  0 

£    s.    d.  s.  d. 
329    0    0  9  8 
319    0    0   8  7 
465    0    0   3  5 
699    0    0  15  9 

£    s.  d. 

i 

; 

2,563 

2,461 

5,024 

1,435    0  0 

322    0  0 

- 

55    0    0  1,812    0    0   7  3 

1,169 
1,472 
4,502 
3,537 

35 
55 
9,628 
923 

1,204 
1,527 
14,130 
4,460 

533    5  6 
608    3  0 
3,657    5  6 
1,451  10  0 

194  4  0 

195  6  0 
448    5  8 
395  12  0 

12  14  2 
11  12  2 
33  17  3 
31  16  0 

300  12  6 

62  1  3 

63  3  8 
66    4  5 
69    6  7 

802    4  11  13  4 
878    4  10  11  6 
4,205  12  10   5  11 
2,248  17    1  10  1 

378    3  0 
431    8  7 
444    4  3 
439  11  1 

2  6 

3  2 
3  0 
3  7 

10,680 

10,641 

21,321  6,250    4  0 

1,233    7  8 

89  19    7  300  12  6 

260  15  11 

8,134  19    8!  7  8 

1,693   6  11 

3  0 

223 
212 
243 
202 

1 

744 
42 

223 
213 
987 
244 

80    1  1 
82    0  7 
143  14  0 
212  14  11 

32    8  8 
56   9  2 
55    2  6 
64  10  0 

0  12  2 
0  13  8 
0  14  4 
0  15  1 

1    1  0 

19  17  8 

20  18  8 

2  12  6 

7    5  9 

5  5  8 

6  7  6 
6  18  0 

124    1  2 
164    6  9 
205  18  4 
284  18  0 

11  2 
4  2 

23  4 

183    0  0 
185  15  0 
178    8  0 
177  17  6 

1  9 
1  9 
1  8 
1  8 

880 

787 

1,667 

518  10  7 

208  10  4 

2  15  3 

2  12  6 

25  16  11 

779    4  3 

9    4  725    0  6 

1  9 

739 
701 
925 
786 

19'  758 
20(  721 
2,919  3,844 
1981  984 

234    3  6 
250    2  0 
400  14  0 
686  15  6 

70    1  8 
74    6  7 
74  16  8 
89    8  3 

2  0  0 

3  0  0 
2    0  0 

4  0  0 

_ 

19    4  10 
19  14  9 
16    6  2 
13  19  10 

325  10  0 
347    3  4 
493  16  10 
794    3  7 

8  7 

9  8 
2  7 

16  2 

611  16  6 
613    0  0 
610    0  0 
601  16  0 

1  8 
110 
1  9 
1  8 

3,151 

3,156  6,307 

! 

1,571  15  0 

308  13  2 

11    0  0 

- 

69    5  7 

1,960  13  9 

6  3 

2,4.36  12   6  I  9 

1 

685 
592 
564 
714 

3  595 
1  565 
4,864  5,578 

309  16  11 
252    8  4 
183    7  8 
1,181    2  0 

63    8  11 
104    1  6 
116  15  11 
136  12  10 

17  14  7 
6  16  10 
6    6  7 
4  15  0 

4.4  6 

45  16  9 
23    2  10 
26    2  4 
22  15  10 

436  17  2 
386    9  6 
336  17  0 
1,345    5  8 

12  8 

13  0 
11  11 

4  10 

2,555 

4,872'  7,427 

1,926  14  11 

420  19  2 

35  13    0     4    4  6 

117  17  9 

2,505    9    4j  6  9 

390  5 
442  10 

498  979 
543  22£ 

395 
452 
1,477 
768 

169    7  6 
190    3  0 
416  11  1 

275    6  3 

53    9  0 
50    1  0 
59    8  2 
65   2  3 

13  13  11 
13  14  0 
13  13  11 
13  14  0 

i 

236  10    5  12  0 
253  18    0  11  3 
489  13    2   6  8 
354   2    6  9  3 

408  3  4 

409  5  2 
414    3  11 
413    4  11 

2  7 
2  5 
2  9 

1 

1,873  1,21E 

1 

3,092 

1,051    7  10 

228    0  5 

54  15  10 

1,334    4    1   8  8 

1,644  17  4 

2  6 

GODSTONT. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Area  65,648  acres. 
Pop.  62.122. 

[Total  fcr  4  years 
HAMBLEDON. 

Area  63,196  acres. 
Pop.  21,660. 

Total  for  4  years. 

KINGSTOff-ON 

THAMES. 

Area  24,551  acres. 

Pop.  137,716. 

Total  for  4  years 

REIGATE. 

Area  50,645  acres. 
Pop.  42,740. 

Total  for  4  years 

RICHMOND  (Surrey). 

Area  5,009  acres. 
Pop.  49,493. 

Total  for  4  years 

Total  for  the  County 


rOUli    liiAKS    ENDED   LaDY-DaX,  1S99. 


75  11  8 

89  12  6 


38  6  0 
49  11 


20  1,454 
43  1,328 


145  16 
132  19 
85  3 
69  17 


39  2  6 
34  17 


52  17 
43  1 


1,722    226    1  8 


634  22,212  'J„;i.~n 


45  18 
56  15 


Other  Expenses, 


170  9  0 

171  9 


24  17 
20  3 


32  5  0 
30  8  0 
29  6  0 
23  16  11 


115  15  11 


47  8  0 
47  18 


7    2  2,419    9  2 


3  15 
3    2  11 


0  15 

1  10 


£   s.  d. 

18  18  8 

19  13  8 

19  0  2 

20  1  6 


£    s.    d.s.  d. 


157  1 

98  18 


77  14   0     562  10    0  4    9  2,212  2 


2  10  0  2    8  0 

2  10  0  1 

2  10  o;  2 

2  10  0  5  19  11 


10   0    0  12    3  11 


25    4  0  52  14  11 

20    9  0.  94  3 

29  19  0  76  17 

24    4  0 


0286  19  3 


6    6  0 

6    6  0 

6  6  0 
1  11 


20    9  6 


34  14    0404    5    01,035  0  3 


75  15  11 

87    3  4 


447  13  11 
387  6  0 
348  18 


11  8  11  88  16  11 

11  9    8  83  12  2 

12  5    1  85  0  1 

12  3    9]  68  4  8 


47    7    5     325  13  10 


13  13  6 

14  12  8 
14  12  9 
14  1 


57  0 


125  9  5 
108  18  8 


Where  the 
Publio 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.0. 


is 

Hi 


339  14  7 
362  17  5 
338  16  11 
337    7  6 


1,378  16  5 


753  19  0  1  j 
,104  3   0  2 


284  0  0  3 
284   0   0  4 


*  REIGATE.- In  the  figures  for  1902  and  1903  as  to  the  number  of  J 
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fpREEY— continued. 


Four.  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 

^  Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

M  Total  Number  of 
•    Re- Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

^  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f*  and  Re- Vaccination. 

^  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
J°  and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 
ft 
5. 

d 
> 

6. 

8> 

Ph 
7. 

i 
£ 

8. 

9. 

_  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

_  Total  Remunera- 
w  tion  of  D.M.O.'s. 

M  Average  Cost  per 
Visit  of  D.M.O. 

961 
921 
1,317 
949 

11 

15 

5,056 
1,699 

972 
936 
6,373 
2,648 

£   s.  d. 
352    9  0 
337  11  0 
471    9  0 

£   s.  d. 
139    1  6 
121    6  0 
141  14  3 
158  13  3 

£    s.  d. 
- 

- 
_ 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 
19  11  9 
19  13  1 
19    4  8 
19    0  4 

£    s.  d. 
511    2  3 
478  10  1 
632    7  11 
1,942  17  2 

s.  d. 

10  6 
10  3 
2  0 
14  8 

547  10  1 
530    9  0 
528  13  0 
541    2  2 

s.  d. 
3  7 
3  3 
3  7 
3  1 

4,148 

6,781 

10,929 

2,926  12  7 

560  15  0 

77    9  10 

3,564  17  5 

ee 

2,147  14  3 

3  4 

;  350 
I  386 
i  395 
P  349 

3 

1,493 
431 

353 
386 
1,888 
780 

126  14  6 
175  12  8 
549    7  0 
242  13  6 

35    4  4 

43  18  6 
42  16  10 

44  3  3 

2    0  0 
1  15  0 
1  15  0 
1  15  0 

1  10  0 
0  10  0 

3    7  6 
0  14  6 
3    6  10 
2    7  6 

168  16  4 
222   0  8 
597  15  8 
291  19  3 

6  4 

7  6 

341    3  3 
333    9  10 
322    2  8 
333    1  6 

ti 

2  1 

2  0 

1,480 

1,927 

3,407 

1,094    7  8 

166   2  11 

7    5  0 

3    0  0 

9  16    4  1,280  11  11 

7  6 

1,329  17  3 

2  2 

>  933 
9ii  2,067 
91  2,691 
06  2,544 

5 
12 
1,903 
9,678 

938 
2,079 
4,594 
12,222 

416  14  10 

1,230  13  6 
1,989    4  0 
4,024  16  0 

242  15  6 
321    2  0 
441  10  6 
359  19  0 

7  10  5 
18    9  6 
29    4  1 
23  17  1 

3    1  6 
7  14  0 
25  15  2 
32    1  6 

3  18  0 

51  17  6 

32    5  0 

48    3  11 
58    4  5 
81    1  4 
289  18  11 

722    4  2 
1,636    3  5 
2,618  12  7 
4,762  17  6 

15    51,046  7  0 

15    91,130  17  0 

1 

11    51,222  17  0 
7  101,279  13  0 

2.3 
2  3 

t  8,235 

11,598 

19,833 

7,661    8    4  1,365    7  0 

1 

79    1  1 

68  12  2 

88    0  6 

477    8  7 

1  1 

9,739  17    8,  9  104,679  14  0 

2  3 

06  617 
)1  541 
E  1,100 
M4,216 

617 
541 
1,100 
4,216 

281  12  6 
250  14  0 
460  11  6 
1,556    9  0 

128  18  6 
124  16  9 

129  3  9 
178  14  6 

13    5  3 
12    8  7 
12  13  11 
12  11  1 

423  16  3 
387  19  4 
602    9  2 
1,747  14  7 

13  9 

14  4 
10  11 

8  3 

9  9 

370  12  6 
364  18  3 
381    4  4 
377    4  6 

2  3 
2  2 
2  4 
2  3 

6,474 

6,474 

2,549    7  0 

561  13  6 

50  18  10 

3,161  19  4 

1,493  19  7 

2  3 

08j  554  3 
Oil  549  5 
08   675  3,989 
01!  596  387 

557 
554 
4,664 
983 

287    2  6 
278    9  0 
579  12  0 
1,063  18  3 

79    0    6    3   5  9 
77  17    0    3  11  5 
89    5    0(    4    0  9 
81    4    0    4  17  2 

2  2  0 

3  3  0 

15  12  11 

14  7  10 

15  16  3 
15  17  3 

385    1  8 
376    7  3 
688  14  0 
1,168  19  8 

13  10 
13  7 
2  11 
23  9 

295  12  0 
298    0  0 
291  11  0 
317  15  0 

2  10 

:u. 

3  2 
3  0 

|j,374   4,384  6,758 

2,209    1  { 

1 

327    6    6  15  15  1 

5    5  0 

61  14  3 

2,619    2  7 

7  9 

1,202  18  0 

4,413 

47,826 

92,239 

I  1 
29,191       8, 5,702  15    8  241    9  0 

1  1 

402  12  10 

1  i 
90  13    0,1,2601910  36,893  0  0 

1  ! 

8  0 

17,354  0  4 

KAMBLEDON. 


KINGSTON-ON- 
THAMES. 


RICHMOND  (Surrey). 


i  ations  about  3,100  cases  of  re-vaccination  are  included. 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY   OF  Si 


The  column  headed  "  Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O's."  does  not  i 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


Other  Expenses. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


Area  53,924  acres. 
Pop.  23,937. 


Total  for  4  years 


36  12 
16  10 


£  s.  d     £  s.  d.    £  s.  d. 


13  1  0 
10    0  0 


64  15  10 
38  17  8 


6  3 
4  4 
3  10 


Area  1,629  acres. 
Pop.  102,320. 


Total  for  4  years 


45  6  0 
49    0  0 


5  0  6  11 

2  6  7  2  8 

92    6  o]  7  5  3 

96    3  0:  6  7  4 

379  16  e'  27  6  6  ' 


1  15 

2  10  0 


35  19 
34  16  0 


252    2  415 


.  272  14   0  1  ll  ' 
266  12    6  1  p  ' 
i  262  12    6  1  p 


CHICHESTER. 

Area  1,538  acres. 
Pop.  12,244. 

Total  for  4  years 


24  6  2  : 
34  1 


102  15  0  ( 
143  19   6  1 


Area  57,379  a 
Pop.  26,075. 

Total  for  4  years 

*  EASTBOURNE. 

Area  41,305  acres. 
Pop.  51,132, 

Total  for  4  years 


1897 
1898 
1899 


1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 


48  10 
46  19 


301      40  15  2 


29  4  10 
25  18  11 


11    1,185    172  10 


16  16  6 
11  8  10 
14  4  6 
3  13  10 


2  0  6 
1    7  0 


7  9  0 
1  4 

9    2  6 

6  13  0 

24    9  0  . 


8  12  0 
11    1  11 


I  19    0  37    1  0 


95  11 

91  1  10  i 
83    4  10  I 


573  19   0  2  HI  31 


605  15 
597  13 


2  it  3; 

2;i)5!  3: 


6    0  2,371  14  6 


16  0 
1  19    0  17    5  10 


0  408  0  0  3« 
0  403   0   0  3P1 


49  12  0 
45  19 

56  12  4 

58    4  8  40    2  428    0   0  3 


i  10    6  405   0   0  3« 


46    3  8 


6    0     5  19  0 


210 


ll    51,644  0   0  35 


EAST  GRINSTEAD. 

Area  52,313  acres. 
Pop.  18,001. 


1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 


0  4  6 
0    0  6 


3  18  8 

6    9  6 


Total  for  4  years 


6  11    1  32  5 

5  17  11  23  1 

5  12    0  47  7 

'  24  6    2!  138  15 


i  17  6  3IH 

•  261  14  5  iH 

250  12  8  3|| 

181  19  3(  3|  (J 

878    3  10'  3! 


*  See  footnote  on  page  318. 
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SUSSEX 

remuneration  is  only  shown  in  those  cases  where  information  as  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the  D.M.O.  has  been  given.  In  the  foUowhg 
Hailsham,  Horsham,  Lewes,  Midhurst,  Uckfield. 


.  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


53 


229  3  6 
307    0  0 


83  14  11 
76  11  8 


223  11  0  131    1  0 

230  12  6  130  6 

927    6  0  151  19 

272  18  6  139  19  8 


1,654    8    0  553 


£  s.  d. 
7    0  0 


J 


9  19  6 

7  10  6 

9  7  6 

9  19  6( 


3£ 


7    6  7 

7  11  10 

8  0  9 
7    1  10 


1  0 


£  s.  2. 

297  0  9 

324  17  7 

320  19  2 

390  13  6 


1,333  11  0 


33  16  2  402  5  10 
74  0  1  1,162  13  3 
33    4    7    456  2 


36  17  0 


176  17    7|  2,421 


Where  the 
Publio 
Vacciuator  is 
ilso  D.M.O. 


t  per 

.0. 

1! 

s  n 

otal 

H'3 

<> 

14 

260  17  6 
266  12  6 
269    0  0 


7    81,062  0  0 


BATTLE. 


BRIGHTON. 


1  9 
1  9 


64    6  Oj  10  13  4 

75    7  6:  13  10  9 

86    9  0  12  0  3 

130  14  0  14  3  5 


356  16    6i     50    7  9 


16  6 
i    1  11 


45  16 
45    8  0 
44    9  0 


1  6  0  108  18 
467]  208  2  10  149  4 
1,233    324  14    4    149  16 


2,129    794    9  8 


0  2  1 

0  2  3 

0  2  1 

0  1  5 


0    7  10 


8  10  0 
20    0  0 


4  0  7 

3  10  1 

3  10  1 

4  1  5 


15    2  2 


6    0  0 
42  0 
51  17 
15  15 


115  13  10 


126    0  0  15  0 

145  17  6  15  15 

357    2  6!  19  14  0 

173    1  6  18  17 


1  6' 


7  3 


1  16  11 
1  16 
1  17 


13  12 
7    3  10 
31  15  10 


79    2  0 

92  10  7 

102    1  5 

149    0  3 


6  2 
20  8 


422  14  3 


233  11 
354  11 
317    6  10 


CHICHESTER. 


211  7  6  1  7 

213  13  8  1  2| 

220  9  0  1  5 

268  4  ej  2  2 


913  14    8  I  6, 


611  13 

602    8  0 

598  11  0 

612  3  0 


8  112,424  15  4 


15    7  10  272    3  10  28  11  433  0 

14  8    4  306  12  10  25  5  435  0 

15  11  9  424  16  9  18  2  429  0  0 
38    5    5  528  12    0   8  7'  433  0  0 


1  13    4  1,532    5    5  14    5 1,730  0  0 


5  15 
5  12 


7    8    3  65  15  1 


161  15  5 
182  14  2 
392  3  7 
243    5  11 

979  19  1 


14  10  273  17 

14    li  398  16  10 

7    oj  387  ] 

11    1  322  19  10 


,  CUCKFIELD 


EASTBOURNE 


E&.ST  GRINSTEAD. 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  ! 


COUNTY  OF 


Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


EH  S 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaceinatflcii 

also  D.M.O. 


ll 
EH 


1= 


EAST  PEESTON. 

Area  34,990  acres. 
Pop.  38,926. 

Total  for  4  years 
•HAILSHAM. 

Area  58,063  acres. 
Pop.  15,728. 

Total  for  4  years 

HASTINGS. 

Area  13,603  acres. 
Pop.  65,556. 

Total  for  4  years 

HORSHAM. 

Area  76,613  acres, 
rop.  28,162. 

Total  for  4  years 

*LEWES. 

Area  50,972  acres- 
Pop.  23,457. 

Total  for  4  years 


Area  66,775  acres. 
Pop.  13,612. 


Total  for  4  years 


33  12  0 

34  11 


38  10 
31  8 


163    10    133    5  0 


40  18    0'     21  14  6 

41  4    6      19    3  6 


17  19 
14  17 


154  18    7      73  14  6 


36  6  0 
33  17 


16    1    5      97  10  11 
19  10 
15  12 


90   6    3  4  4 


18    3    8j     85  14 


4  16  0  9  7  4 

4  16  0  9  18  11 

4  16  0  8  14  9 

5  15  lOj  7  13  1 


20    3  10;  35  14  1 


76    7  U  5 
79  15    9  6  2 
76    0    5i  6  0 


310  12    51  6  1 


163  11  0!  2  6"  2; 

159  3  Oj  2  0  <  * 

156  0  6;  2  7  -  2< 

228  2  6  3  4:  2- 


706  17   0  2  7 


34  2  0 
33  12  8 
39  10  9 


31  17  6 

50  3  0 
42  4 

89    3  0 


213 


34  15  0 

29    8  0 

20  18  6 

14  12  0 


i  13  6 


18  0 
14  16  0 


0    0|126  18  5 


132  16  9  6 

127  14  8 
122  11 

118  18  0 


502    0  11 


7  17 
7  19 


37  13    5  379 


1  8  0  10  7 
1    8    0    7  2 


1    0    0  10  14 


7  10 
7  10  0 
7  10  0 


0  2  6 
0  9  8 
0  11  2 


70  9  10 
60  12  0 
35    6  1 


1  255  16 
5l  269  17 


5    91,115    4  0 


1  10 1'  66 
1  10!  & 


4    8  1,210   0  0 


255  10 
424  15 


252  10 
338  12  0 


65  4  7  5  6 

64  3  6 
68  3  3 

65  2  4 


262  13    8  5 


260  11  11 
271  8 


3  6j;  258 


*  See  footnot< 


on  page  318. 


APPENDIX. 


315 


3U  S  S  E  X — continue^. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 

^  Total  Number  of  Primary 
Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of 
Re-Vaccinations. 

*■  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

h-  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
!      and  Re-Vaccination. 

gl 

■43  -3 

|  s 
J| 

li 

u 

>  'a 
12. 

s.  d. 
9  1 
9  5 
8  11 

6  S 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  B.M.O. 

3: 

O 
> 

6. 

<i  Postage. 

oo  Legal  Proceedings. 

i 
« 

9. 

_  Miscellaneous 
Expenses. 

fl  © 

*5 
ll 

ft  '43 

13. 

£    s.  d. 

- 

S 

^d 
5§ 
fi 
<> 

14, 

0  467 

1  475 

2  491 

3  543 

8 
3 
96 
848 

475 
478 
587 
1,391 

£   s.  d. 
153  13  6 
160  11  6 
197    9  3 
306    0  9 

£    s.  d. 
45    5  8 
51    5  6 
50    0  8 
54    1  0 

£    s.  d 
3    0  0 
3    0  0 
3    0  0 
3    0  0 

£    s.  d. 
- 

£    s.  d. 
- 

£    s.  d. 

13  11  3 

10  12  6 

11  2  3 
11    7  3 

£    s.  d. 
215  10  5 
225    9  6 
201  12  2 
434    9  0 

s.  d. 
- 

1,976 

955 

2,931 1    877  15  0 

200  12  10!  12    0  0 

46  13  3 

1,137    1  1 

9  286 
238 

1  236 
248 

6 
1 

171 
12 

292 
239 
40 ; 
200 

96  16  6 
91    6  0 
65  13  0 
140  14  6 

40  1  0 
51    7  6 
33  14  6 

41  6  0 

- 

5  11  11 
2  11  6 
1  13  6 
5  15  6 

- 

5    3  11 

5    6  8 
5    0  1 
5  13  8 

147  13  4 
150  11  8 
106    1  1 
193  10  2 

10  1 
12  7 
5  3 
14  11 

239  14  6 
230    3  6 

355  8  0 

356  5  0 

3  8 

4  0 
3  5 
3  6 

3  7 

1,008 

190 

1,198 

394  10    0    106    9  6 

1 

15  12  5 

- 

21    4  4 

597  16  3 

10  0 

1,181  11  0 

597 
534 
.  665 
420 

827 
148 

597 
534 
1,492 
568 

200  19  9 
179    7  0 
102    0  0 
401    9  0 

83    4  0 
71    4  6 
66    0  4 
81    4  8 

7  13  11 
7  10  5 
4  11  2 
6  16  9 

1    3  6 
1  15  6 
0  13  6 
7    7  0 

- 

27    5  8 
23    6  10 
22    6  1 
31    4  7 

320    6  10 
283    4  9 
255  17  7 
528    2  6 

10  9 
10  7 
3  5 
18  7 

281  16  6 
288  10  0 
284  12  0 
294  12  0 

1  0 
1  11 

1  II 

2  1 

2,216 

975 

3,191 

943  17  3 

301  19  6 

26  12  3 

10  19  6 

- 

104    3  2 

1,387  11  8 

8  8 

1,149  10  6 

1  11 

40 1 

H  475 
M  499 
K  536 

16 

4 
733 

44 

477 
479 
1,232 
580 

183  15  0 
185  10  0 
384  17  0 
202  17  0 

36  16  7 

37  12  9 
41  11  9 
40    9  0 

3  13  6 
1    1  6 

- 

9    3  4 

8  12  0 

9  6  10 
8  11  1 

233    8  11 
232    0  9 
436  17  1 
251  17  1 

9  9 
9  8 

7  1 

8  8 

477    0  0 
464    5  0 
470  10  0 
473    0  0 

4  3 
3  11 

3  9 

4  5 

1,971 

797  2,768 

957    5  0 

156  10  1 

4  15  0 

35  13  3 

1,154    3  10 

8  4 

1,884  15  0 



4  1 

'<  258 
*  163 
K  403 
'0  242 

60 
7 

1,220 
12 

318 
170 

1,623 
254 

115  13  3 

20    4  3 
200  15  C 
293  14  C 

54  16  3 
29  14  5 
63    0  0 
59    0  0 

11  12  4 
1  15  3 

2    0  0 
- 

5    6  7 

5  6  5 

6  12  0 
5    2  8 

177  16  1 
55    5  1 
347  19  4 
359  11  11 

11  2 

6  6 
4  3 
28  4 

328    5  6 

344  2  6 

345  1  0 
352    5  6 

2  4 

2  8 

3  2 

l,06f 

1,299 

2,365 

690    6  e 

206  10  8 

13    7  7 

2    0  0 

22    7  8 

940  12  5 

8  0 

1,369  14  6 

2  10 

i  *  30 
<  90  24! 
190  80^ 
190  27: 

_ 
42 
3J 

301 
249 
1,229 
311 

157    3    0,     26  14  ( 
154  16    0      26    3  : 
143  15    0     23  14  ( 
375  11    0      26  19  i 

- 
- 
- 

5  10  10 

0    5  1 
0    7  8 
0    4  £ 
0    5  1( 

189  13  9 
181    6  11 
167  13  8 
402  16  0 

12  ' 
14  ' 
2  < 
25  1 

262  15  T 

263  0  C 
344   2  ( 
342    8  4 

3  4 
3  f 
3  0 
2  10 

1,03 

46( 

)  2,090 

831    5   0    103  10 

5  10  10 

1  4 

941  10  4 

9  ( 

)  1,212  6 

3  1 

UNIOfi 


.  d.  EAST  PRESTON. 


MIDHURSL 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COCJNTY  OF 


NEWHAVEN. 

Area  27,061  acres. 
Pop.  12,132. 

Total  for  4  years 

PETWORTH. 

Area  45,754  aores. 
Pop.  8,529. 

Total  for  4  years 


Area  38,242  acres. 
Pop.  11,057. 

Total  for  4  years 

STEYNING. 

Area  46,133  acres. 
Pop.  80,789. 

Total  for  4  years 

THAKEHAM. 

Area  40,632  acre3. 
Pop.  7,302. 

Total  for  4  years 

TICEHURST. 

Area  52,136  acres. 
Pop.  16,297. 

Total  for  4  years 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  . 


21  0  0 

23  0 

16  0  0 

15  0 

75  0  0 


62  11  6 

69  8  6 

55  17  10 

42  5  8 

230  3  6 


327  29  17  0 
261      22  16  0 


1,096    159  14  0 


10  11  10 
13  15 


Other  Expenses. 


2  15 
2  1 


10  19  0 

11  14  0 


43    6  11    3  12 


8  0  0| 
16    0  0 


4  15 
2  2 


1    0  0 
1  10 
1  10  0 


4  13  10 
8  15  0 
12  2 


:  S 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator 
also  D.M.0- 


£  s.  d.  s.  d.  I  £  s.  d.  8. 

46  4  7:  6  0  162  17  6:  3  j 

48  16  4  4  10  174  3  oj  3  I 

52  16  7j  6  3(  157  4  Oj 

55  14  9  7  9  161  10    61  2 


203  12    3  6    1   655  15   0:  2 


2  15 

3  6  10 


3    5    0    2  11  11 


13    5    0  11    3  5 


33  7  3 
57    2  1 


268  13  0|  £ 
245  17    0  2 


171    6    8  6    1  1,053  16   0  I 


0  2  8 
0  2  10 
0  4  6 


6    0    0  124 


7  14  11 

5  5  2 
3    3  10 

6  10  0 

22  13  11 


189  18  11  5  1  435  3 
201  9  lo|  4  6 !  419  7 
182    8  10  5    7 1  436  17 


0  10  5    3  1,729  8   6  1 


8  16  0 
5  19  0 


10  6  0 

10  6  0 

8  1  6 

15  19  7 

44  13  1 


2  13  11 
1  14  11 


25    7    5  3  5 


8  5  11    164  10 


8  13  10i    118  10  10  4   4  667 


45  10  9  2 

42    1  2  3 

33  14  1  2 

106  17  3  8  6 

228    3  3  4   2  1 
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rSSEX— continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


49  15 
48  13 


50  12  6 


Other  Expenses. 


12  10  4  1  1  4  2  0  0 
14  10    4    0  17  10    2    2  0 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


24  2 
22  7 


14    1     5    2  6 


19  3 
17  11 


s.  d. 

2jl0    3  161  12  ( 

71    6  11  9    4  175  13  C 

155  10    0|  6    7(  178  18  6 
176  11 


20    0    5    376  6 


!   692  16    0  2  4 


81  0 

77  0  0 

87  0 

92  0 


9    2  7;    0  4 

9  17  2    0  2 

13  18  4 

11  19  8 


44  17    9    0    7  0 


2  9  61  77  10 

3  7  2l  85  11 

2  13  11  207  17  9 

2  12  2|  87  6 


11  2 


458    6  0 


24  0  0 

20  0 

18  0  0 

20  0  0 


337    0   0      82    0  0 


296  2 
337  0 


760  14    6l    143    2  10 


0  0 
0  0 


112  0 
100  0 
109  0 

113  0 


11    0    0    434    0  0 


238  18  6  : 
234  19    0  '. 


4  124  0 

0  119  0 

2  126  0    0  2 

9  126  0 


4  495    0    01  L  11 


5    0  0 

8    8  0 


j  33  16  11 


421    4  10 
462  4 
604    4  4 


1,854    4    6l    523    0    II    0  18  6 


13    8    0  33  16  11 


44  1 
64  10  0 


10  11  9 
13  15  6 


7  4 


54  14  7 

78  13  412  8 

2    7    3j      90  0  6  3 

2    8    3    148  16  3  17 


9    4  10  372 


)32    1,024  2,056 


135  14  6 
122  17  0 

422    2  6 


27  17  10 

28  1  8 


8  11     161  19  1012 

152  5  4  12 

457  8  9  7  11 

4  18  loj    200  13  010 

I  21    0   9    972  6  ll]  9  6 


407  2  6 
415  18  11 


160  1 
163    0  0 


409  8    0  2  4 

413  16  2  4 

403  17    6  2  2 

453  4    6  2 

1,679  11    6  2 


TICEHURST. 


T  T 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Foue  Yeabs  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


Area  75,785  acres. 
Pop.  23,606. 

Total  for  4  years 

WESTB0URNE. 

Area  32,026  acres. 
Pop.  6,815. 

Total  for  4  years 
WESTHAMPNETT. 

Area  71,757  acres. 
Pop.  20,108. 


43  9  6 
49  18 


15  3 
15  19  0 
17  14  0 
12  1 


96      575j      60  18  0 


28  I  0  13  9 
22    2    0     0    7  0 


Where  the 
Publie 
Vaccinator  i 
also  D.M.0 


10  10 
10  10 
10  10  0 


39  15    0  35  13 


87    8    9  6  11 


69  13  8  8 
113  18    9  9 


2  4 
2    6  0 


1896 
1897 


Total  for  4  years 


325]  43  15  G  24  10  S 

303  39    9  0j  22  15  0 

238  37  10  6  20    5  4 

431  96  12  6  18    1  10 


1,297     217    6    6      85  12  10 


18  12  0 

18  19  0 
18  0 

18    0  0 


73  11  0 


♦Total  for  the  County 


74  18  11  540    6  1 


26  15  6(  4  0  163  10 
28    0  10  3    2  170  11 


22  16    71  3  10  172 


4    9  10 

6  18  e' 


25  IS  11!    402    9    3  6  2 


6,442    7    C  5  10  20,863  3  6 


1  On  the  25th  March,  1898,  the  Chailey  and  West  Firle  Unions  were  dissolved.    The  parishes  comprising  the  Chailey  Union  were  add'  fck 


APPENDIX. 


319 


SUSSEX—  continued. 


Four  Yea«s  indid  Ladt-Day, 


§1 

ll 

I  nor 

Total  Cost  of  Va 
and  Re-Vaccinat 

Average  Cost  of 
and  Re- Vaccinal 

Ll. 

12. 

Where  the 

Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


184  19  2 
129  15  10 
305  11 


49  5  0 

50  3  0 


106  16  0 

254    0  0 


25  7  9 
32  3  0 
30  10  0 


226  15  10 

163  10  8 

344  17  7 

216  17  2 


952    1    3   8  8 


116  19 
123  10 

455  10 


30  9  9 
29  16  9 


60  13  0 
60  18 


0  15  0 
0    6  0 


WESTB0URNE. 


8  11    159  19  6 

9  10   181  17  3|  1  4 
194  18  8  1 
201  12  11 


7  2 


738    7    6j  1 


596    3  0 

585    0  0 

574  10  0 
579  18 


2,335  11  0 


WESTHAMPNETT. 


30,207  19,324  49,531(16,014  7  11  4,020    1  10  52    1    9  319  16    7   15    8    0  763  10    8  21,185  6    9   8    7  23,507  14  9 


the  Lowe.?  Union,  and  those  c 


ing  the  West  Pirle  Union  were  divided  between  the  Eastbourne,  Hailsham  and  Lewes  Unions; 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  '. 


The  Column  headed  "Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O.'s"  does  not  i 


COUNTY  OF 

the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  Officers,  f 
In  the  Atherstoxe  Union  this  ^ 


Four  Years  Ended  Lady-Day,  1 


6% 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  i; 
also  D.M.O. 


Area  55,447  acres. 
Pop.  20,979. 


Total  for  4  years 


Area  31,287  acres. 
Pop.  312,263. 

Total  for  4  years 

ATHERSTONE. 

Area  28,939  acres. 
Pop.  17,729. 

Total  for  4  years 

BIRMINGHAM. 

Area  2,996  acres. 
Pop.  245,216. 

Total  for  4  years 


Area  6,030  acres. 
Pop.  70,296. 


7. i 


13.279 


Total  for  4  years 


Area  19,069  acres. 
Pop  17,002. 


Total  for  4  years 


43  11 

45    0  0 


23  3  0  1  6 
22  13  0  0  11 
22  15    0    1  16 


0  10  0 
0  10  0 


167  18    0      93  18    0    3  14  9 


150  17  0  197  14 

137  11  6  198  14  1 

126    2  0  214  2  10 

331  12  6  243  0 


746    3    0    853  11  8 


17  17  0 
24    1  0 


52  14    0128  4 


45  14 
45  14 


9  6  11 
10  10  8 


£  S|  d, 
75  19  0 
78    9  1 

73  7  11 

74  12  9; 


4    9  388  11    0  4f*l 

4  11  390    0   8  sj* 

5  3  400    3   5  el* 


8    9,  4  11  1,567  ! 


537  1 

8    550  4 

0!    561  1 

842  10 


195    1    0  663    8    3  2,490  17  1 


179  3,748(  365 

166  3,640  355    4  10 

131  3,472  340  11 

179  3,074  504  11 


655  13,034 


1,565  15  2 


1    0  0 

29    0  0 


24  0  0 
54  0 


306  17 
337  10  0 
323  10  0 
349  6 


6  0  0 
14  0  0 
6  0 


0  18    0  381  13  0 


1  17 
1  17  0 


15  9 

i    2  0 


47  13  0 
84  17 


;  15    2      40  16  1 


32  19    1    210  14  0 


16  6  8 
22  13  2 
28  18  6 


39  0  0 
23  0  0 
19    0  0 


22  0 
22    0  0 


4  0  0  17  0 

4  0  0  12  0 

4  0  o|  14  0  0 

4  0  ol  28  0  0 


0    0  71    0  0 


786  3  6 
966    2  7 


3.354  13  3 


6  1 1«  3 

o;  b|k  j 

0  B  i  ll  I 


6  102,490  12  0  5 


6  7  44  10  0  8l>9. 

3  81  49  0  0  2  b]1  : 

5  1  46  0  0  3f;  ! 

3  ll'  43  0  0,  5|(«  - 

4  5  182  10  0  Sf'ji,! 


47  0  049 

105  0  0  7 

58  0  044 

59  0  0  4 


269    0  0 


50  0  0 
83  0 


177  0  0M!> 

163  0  0  If 

168  0  0  lp 

165  0  0  ill 


673   0  0  1 
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WARWICK. 

The  remuneration  is  only  shown  in  those  cases  where  information  as  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  ihe  D.M.O.  has  been  given, 
information  was  not  complete. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Other  Expenses. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


24    9  11 
24  14 
24  13  10 


£    s.    dJ  £    s.  d. 

5  14  7 

G  16  4 

7    0  3 

5    1  4 


ALCESTER. 


156  14 

173  11  9 

167  15  10 

214  13  2 


479  6 
468  11  10 
520  17 


1,717;    589    7  6 


24  12    6    712  15  0 


1949    1    5  6 


3,201 
3,408 
4,401 
4,847 


1,735 
9,276 


15,857 


3,323 
3,401 


1,163 
1,267 
1,713 


3,206 
3,415 
6,136 
14,123 


■_'H,(H)2 


1,107  14 
1,163  7 
1,671  17 


443  18  0 
475  11 
503  12 


6  176  10  10  1,741  19    7  10  10,  607  12    0]  1  10 
157  17    6  1,810    1    3  10    7,  626  14 
198  11    9  2,389  6 


1,814    6    6,  517 


29  11    6240  13    5  3,628  14 


8  1,940  10  0 


53  14    8  12  6 


32  12    0773  13    6  9,570 


92  8 
181  17 


1,149  14 

1,135  12 

1,460  5 

1,715  12 


291  0  0 

359  0  0 

363  0  0 

591  0 


409    1  0 

398  16  6 

423  10  6 

463  16  3 


1    0    7  11  9  139  4 

I    7  15  4  105  11 

8  4  11  119  9 

|  14  10  6  235  12 


9  611    5    6  1  11 

2  600  12    el  1  10 


7    12446    4    6  1  11 


1    1    0,38   2    6    599  18  6 


40  0  0  3  6 

41  0  0  7 

42  0  010 
40  0  0  8  11 


163    0    0  6  5 


8    0  0 

5    5  0i 


0135    7    9  7,341 


5,524  1,604    0  0 


277 


65  0  0 

76  0  0 

75  0 

104  0  0 

320  0  0 


0  0 

0  0 

0  0 

0  0    7    0  0 

0  o!    7    0  0 


I 

24  19  11  1,619  18  U  9 

28  13  11  1,563    2  11(  8 

27  11    0(  1,919    7    0!  6  10 

54    2  11  2,238  16    2,  6 


o'  7  4 


110  0 

135    0    0.      62  0  o! 

156    0    0      63  0  0, 

170    0    0j     64  0  0 

738    0    ol    299  0  0 


30    0  0 

33  0  0 

34  0  0 


131    0    0-2,070    0  0 


399  0  0 

208  0  0 

231  0 

248  0 


0  0 
14  0 


I  1,086    0  0 


ATHERST0NE. 


BIRMINGHAM. 


COVENTRY. 


15    0    0  0 

49  o  o;  1 

43    0    0  1 


159    0    0  1  0 


2  0 
1  10 


170  0 
160    0  0 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


UNION. 

1. 

to  Total  Number  of  Primary 
■  Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of 
Re-Vaccinations. 

*■  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f  and  Re-Vaccination. 

§1 

•9  K 
ig 

IS 

<  1 

12. 

s.  d. 

4  7 

5  4 

6  5 
6  11 

5  7 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  13 
also  D.M.0. 

> 

CLi 

q 

6. 

1 

7. 

| 
8. 

03 

9. 

_  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

Id 

1 

13..  a 

St 
X 

V. 

14 

MERIBEN. 

Area,  48,091  acres. 
Pop.,  11,346 

Total  for  4  years. 

NUNEATON. 

Area,  27,722  acres. 
Pop.,  28,120. 

Total  for  4  years. 

RUGBY. 

Area,  80,799  acres. 
Pop.,  34,328. 

Total  for  4  years. 

SOLIHULL. 

Area,  49,398  acres. 
Pop.,  48,618. 

Total  for  4  years. 

SOUTHAM. 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
isys 
1899 

189( 
1897 
1898 
1899 

189fc 

160 
152 
103 
90 

|    i  ... 

160|     21    6  0 
152      21    1  0 
103      14  11  0 
90      13  15  6 

£    s.  d. 

8    8  0 
12    0  0 
11    6  1 

8  14  9 

£    s.  d. 
- 

£    s.  d. 
- 

£   s.  d. 
3    1  0 
3  11  0 

3  1  0 

4  1  8 

£    s.  d. 
3  13  0 

3  18  6 

4  3  0 
4  13  7 

£   s.  d. 
36    8  0 
40  10  6 
33    1  1 
31    5  6 

£    s.  d. 
208  11  0 

198  19  7 

199  14  5 
192    4  5 

505 

505      70  13  6 

! 

40    8  10 

13  14  8 

16    8  1 

141    5  1 

799    P  5 

16 
56 
23 
142 

- 

16       4    4  0 
56      12  15  0 
23       6    2  0 
142      26  13  6 

9    0  0 
16    0  0 
10  13  0 

5  15  0 

2  0  0 

3  0  0 
2    0  0 
2    0  0 

- 

1    0  0 
1    0  0 
1    0  0 
1    0  0 

11  0  0 
8    0  0 

12  0  0 

13  0  0 

1 

27    4    0  34  0 
40  15    014  7 
31  15    027  7 
48    8    6  6  10 

160   0  0 
162    0  0 
167    0  0 
184    0  0 

3  1 

4 
4 

237 

237      49  14  6 

41    8  0 

9    0  0 

4    0  0 

44    0  0 

148    2    612  6 

673    0  0 

4 

98 
172 
78 
71 

3 

9^     10    7  6 
175      19    3  C 
78       9    9  6 
71       8  11  6 

4  11  10 

7    7  10 
4    3  2 
4   0  8 

1  is  e 

4  9  e 

3  16  3 

5  10  9 

4  10  0 
4  10  0 
4  10  0 
4  15  0 

10    0  10 

10  12  11 

11  13  5 
13  13  0 

31    8  8 
46    3  9 
33  12  4 
36  10  11 

6  5 

5  3 
8  7 
10  3 

358    0  0 
347    0  0 
370    0  0 
382    0  0 

1 

1 
1 
1 

419 

3 

422      47  12  0 

i 

20    3  6 

15  15  C 

18    5  0 

46    0  2 

147  15  8 

7  0 

1.457  0  0 

1 

297 
260 

300 

1 

297 
260 
288 
301 

44  11  0 

39    0  0 
43    4  0 
60    2  6 

34    3    0     2  17  5 
33    4   0     2  11  9 
38    8    0     2  12  0 
44    6    6     3  14  4 

8  18  C 
8  18  0 
8  18  C 
7  12  0 

11  4  6 

12  3  7 

13  15  2 

14  13  1 

101  13  11 

95  17  4 
106  17  2 
130    8  5 

6  10 

7  4 

7  5 

8  8 

283    0   0  4 
280  10    61  4 
290    0    0  4 
285    0  0^ 

1,145 

1  1,146 

186  17  6 

150    1    6   11  15  6 

34    6  0 

51  16    4'    434  16  10 

7  7 

! 

1,138  10   Oj  4 

148 

148 

19  16  0 

10  17  0! 

3  18  0 

34  11  0 

4  8 

I 

147    0  0 

1  , 

Area,  52,797  acres, 
op.,  9,903. 

Total  for  4  y  ears. 

STRATFORD-ON- 
AVON. 

Area,  77,200  acres. 
Pop.,  20,842. 

Total  for  4  years. 

189h 
1898 
189J 

189 
189 
189 
189 

154 
14£ 
94 

154      17    4  6 
145      16  16  0 
94       8    7  0 

12    4  0 
11    5  0 
7  15  0 

- 

4  11    0      33  19  6 
4    8    3      32    9  3 
6  18    8      23    0  8 

4  5 
4  6 
4  11 

143  17  0 
136    7  6 
132    0  0 

0  1 

0  1 

0 

541 

541      62    3  6 

42    1  0 

19  15  11     124    0  5 

1 

4  7 

559    4  C 

0  1 

.  29' 

28 

i  221 
)  18( 

- 
- 

29r 
285 
22S 
18€ 

40    7  C 
38    8  £ 
30  18  C 
32    9  C 

7    1  6 
16    2  7 
22    1  10 

9  15  1 

8  12  6 
6    2  0 

12  18  4 

9    3  4 
9    3  2 
9    9  3 

68  19  4 

69  16  7 
62    3  6 
51  13  4 

4  8 

4  11 

5  5 
5  7 

371    2  3 
375  14  5 
374    2  9 
383  11  3 

6  J 
0  1, 

6  ,j 

99S 

993 

142    3  2 

55    1  0 

I  14  14  6 

40  14  1 

252  12  9 

5  1 

1,50410  8 

61  1 

APPENDIX. 


WARWICK— continued. 


)  Lady-Day,  1903. 


& 

a  J 
z  1 

2. 

w  Total  Number  of 
'  Re-Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of  Operations.  | 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

^  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
and  Re-Vaccination. 

1-  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination  1 
*°  and  Re- Vaccination  per  head.  | 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 
Pi 
5. 

> 

6. 

1 

CM 

7. 

i 

8. 

I 
9. 

Miscellaneous 
®  Expenses. 

go 

13. 

s§ 

1*8 

<> 
14. 

9G 
209 
177 

202 

73 
142 

96 
209 

344 

£    s.  d. 
31    6  6 
60    6  0 
57    1  6 
123  16  10 

£    s.  d. 
8  12  11 
14    6  2 
14  16  1 
17    0  G 

£    s.  d. 
0    5  1 
0    8  1 
0  15  6 
0  11  5 

£    s.    d.!  £    s.  d. 

-'206 
10  0 
1    8  41 

£    s.  d. 
15  18  3 
3  18  8 

3  2  2 

4  8  1 

£    s.  d. 
58    3  3 
79  18  11 

145  16  10 

3.  d. 
12  1 

7  8 

8  6 

£    s.  d. 
201    7  3 
196    7  10 
204    3  9 
199    4  10 

3.  d. 

6  2 

5  10 

7  4 

6  8 

6  6 

684 

215 

899 

272  10  10 

54  15  8 

2    0  1 

2    8    4'    2    0    6  27    7  2 

361    2  7 

8  0 

801    3  8 

267 
420 
564 
587 

1 

30 

7 

268 
420 
594 
594 

124    5  0 
130  11  6 
189    5  0 
202  18  0 

54    2  0 
53    2  0 
73  15  0 
76    0  0 

10  10  0 

18    0  0 
10    0  0 
16    0  0 
18    0  0 

196    7  6 
199  13  6 

307    8  6 

14  8 
10  4 

173  0  0 
179    0  0 
169    0  0 

174  0  0 

4  3 
3  7 
3  1 
3  4 

1,838 

38 

1,876 

647    0  6 

1 

256  19  0 

10  10  0 

68    0  0 

982    9  6 

10  6 

695    0  0 

3  6 

15 

227 
233 
380 

19 

535 

15 
227 
252 
915 

6  14  2 
100  15  8 
106  17  10 

286    1  8 

1  11  3 

75    0  3 
52  11  6 
80    1  9 

0    3  0 
0    0  10 

9  12  6 

13    5  0 
117  1 

11  13  8 

12  14  2 

21  10  5 
187    6  0 
171    3  10 
388  10  1 

28  8 
16  6 
13  7 
8  6 

369    0  0 
381    0  C 
37  4    0  0 
391    0  C 

1  5 
1  6 
1  5 
1  7 

855 

1,409 

500    9  4 

209    4  9 

0    3  10 

9  12  6 

48  19  ll 

768  10  4 

10  11  1515    0  0 

1  6 

467 
563 
647 
890 

3 
184 
661 

467 
566 
831 
1,551 

168    9    0      91    3  4 
200  18    0      99  13  11 
257  19    6     108    5  9 
398    0    6    125  12  0 

1    0  5 
1  12  7 
1    3  1 
1    1  9 

4  10  0 

4    4  0 
2  12  6 

17    2  4 

17  2  5 

18  2  7 

19  16  10 

282    5  1 
319    6  11 
389  14  11 
547    3  7 

12  1 
11  3 
9  5 
7  1 

292    2  0 
284    0  0 
315    0  0 
344    1  0 

1: 

2,567 

848 

3,415 

1,025    7    0    424  15  0 

4  17  10 

11    6  6 

-       i  72    4  2 

1,538  10  6 

9    0|1,235  3  0 

3  1 

193 
155 
134 
124 

52 
74 

193 
155 
186 
198 

61    6  0 
48    8  6 
41    9  0 
67    8  0 

12  16  8 
11  16  7 
9  10  8 
10  15  11 

3    8    0      77  10  8 
3    7    0,      63  12  1 
3    4   0      54    3  8 
3    5    0      81    8  11 

8  0 
8  2 
5  10 
8  3 

131    2  ( 

129  2  6 

130  0  0 
133    0  0 

0 10 
0  9 
0 11 
0 11 

60C 

126 

732 

218  11  6 

44  19  10 

13    4    0     276  15  4 

7  7 

523    5  0 

0  u 

)  35( 
L  26 
2  31 
i  18 

) 

i 

1  47* 

3  2; 

351 

26S 
191 
20< 

107  11  C 
81  14  C 
172  13  C 

05    0  ( 

40  13  3 
97  15  9 
72  17  E 

69    6  ( 

0  12  8 
0  14  £ 
0  16  8 

_ 

9    5  2 

8  7  4 

9  1  1 
7  12  ( 

157    9    59    0  369  16  7 
188    9  1014    0  385  14  8 
255    5  ll|  6    5'  374    5  9 
142  15    8^3    8  377  14  3 

6  9 

7  0 
6  10 
6  1C 

77o 

1,11 

51( 

)  1,62 

426  18  ( 

280  12  11 

2    3  1C 

- 

34    6  1 

744   0  lo|  9    21,507  11  3 

STRATFORD-ON- 
AVON. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


Other  Expenses. 


filiation 
aer  head. 

Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

:  Vac 

II 

Z* 

otal  F, 
on  of 

<  § 
12. 

13. 

14. 

557  46  0  0 
490  42  0  0 
452      50    0  0 


Total  for  the  County 


£    s.  d 

63  0  0 
44  0 

47    0  0 

61    0  0 


5  0  0 
7  0  0 
3  0 


119  0 

106  0 

110  0  0 

154  0 


691   1,850    224    0    0    215    0  0 


489    0  0 


550  0  0{  1  10f 

550  0  Oj  1  H 

552  0  01  I  Ml 

553  0  oj  1  lflP 


3  2,205   0   0  1  lCl 


798  31,104  3,555  14    4  2,952  6 


8    2  1,240  2  9 


*,640    6    4  5    7  13,240  111  8 


WARWICK  —continued. 
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Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


^  Total  Number  of  Primary 
'  Vaccinations. 

M  Total  Number  of 
'    Re- Vaccinations. 

*>•  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f  and  Re-Vaccination. 

h-  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
*°  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

5. 

d 

6. 

1 
7. 

P°  Legal  Proceedings. 

<P  Rent. 

_  Miscellaneous 
®  Expenses. 

cd 

| 

13. 

_  Average  Cost  per 
^  Visit  of  D.M.O. 

738 
603 
536 
686 

28 
41 
177 
256 

766 
644 
713 
942 

£   s.  d. 
234    0  0 
206    0  0 
314    0  0 
346    0  0 

£  s.  d. 
87  0  0 
76  0  0 
79  0  0 
71    0  0 

£   s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 
6    0  0 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 
6    0  0 
6    0  0 
6    0  0 
5    0  0 

£    s.  d. 
333    0  0 
288    0  0 
399    0  0 
422    0  0 

s.  d. 
8  8 

8  11 
11  2 

9  0 

£    s.  d. 
556    0  0 
554    0  0 
556    0  0 
550    0  0 

s.  d. 
1  10 
1  10 
1  10 
1  10 

2,563 

502 

3,065 

1,100    0  0 

313    0  0 

6    0  0 

23    0  0 

1,442    0  0 

9  5 

2,216  0  0 

1  10 

51,346 

19,893 

71,239 

19,803  10  10 

6,035    2  10 

71  12  4 

100    7  9 

43  18  6 

1,438  17  7 

27,493   9  10 

7    91 13,880  8  10 

DEPAKTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  I 


COUNTY   OF  B 


Foub  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  ] 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


EAST  WARD. 

Area,  185,030  acres. 
Pop.,  13,218. 

Total  for  4  years 

KENDAL. 

Area,  198,349  acres. 
Pop.,  43,482. 

Total  for  4  years 
WEST  WARD. 

Area,  121,951  aares. 
Pop.,  7,711. 

Total  for  4  years 

Total  for  the  County 


11  2  0 
14  6  6 
16    0  8 


1    1  1 

0  16  1 
0  18 


5    1  6 

7    6  6 

4  10  8 

5  8  6 


45  13  5 
43  11  5 


136  3 
153  10 


22    7  2 


63  19  2 

70  19  0 

46  12  8 

69  13  0 


24  16  9 
22  9 
21  19  0 


2  7  10 
2  10 


14  16  9 
13  17  9 


113  9  3 
120  10  9 
91  19  11 
113  15  0 


251    3  10 


439  14  11 


8  17  0 
8  18  0 


4  10 
4  16 
3  17  9 


71  18  0 

75    9  3 

72  2  6 
71    7  6 

290  17 


4    8  2,488  10  0 


VESTMORLAND. 


APPENDIX. 


.  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


63  18 

72  19  6 

69  11  0 

113    3  0 


28  6 

27  16  6 

28  17 


1  1 

0  16 

0  15 

0  11  11 


6  6  5 

4  7 

4  8  0 

5  0  1 


99  12  313  9  138  11 
105  19    6112    3  137  8 


1  0 
1  1 


103  11 
145  16 


■  12  0  149  7  61  1 
9    2  152  18    6  1 


I  12  0 


4  6 


20    1  9 


454  19    6ill    3  578    5    6  1  1 


218  12  0 
221  18  0 
3  1,569  17  9 


1  16  6 

2  2  0 
1  17  0 
1  15 


350  0 
303  8 
303    8  9 
1  1,655  18 


4  2  404  6 

0  1  400  0 

1  2  407  15 
3  9  416  0 


4  4 
3  11 


7  11  1 


I  2,612  15 


7    7;1,628    1  0 


70  19  0 

62  18 
54  12 


38  1  0 
34  18  0 
37  18  0 


2  11 

2  10 

3  13 


WEST  WARD. 


114  15 

103  10  11  1 
92  0 

115  10 


425  17  1014    9  ! 


69. 


U  U2 


528 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  0* 

i'he  column  headel  "  rI  otal  Remuneration  of  D.M.O's."  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  Officers.  The 

Unions  the  information  was  not  complete  : — Marlborough,  Pewsey 


Area,  63.453  acres. 
Pop  ,  8,268. 

Total  for  4  years 

BRADFORD  0N- 

AVON. 

Area,  18,674  acres. 
Pop.,  9,585. 

Total  for  4  years 

CALNE. 

Area.  29,324  acres. 
Pop.,  8,071. 

Total  for  4  vears 

CHIPPENHAM 

Area,  58,967  acres. 
Pop.,  22,959. 


LN<!7 

189,8 
1890 


Total  for  4  years 

CRICKLADE  AND 
W00TT0N  BASSETT. , 

Area,  46,734  acres 
Pop.,  11,357. 

Total  for  4  years 

DEVIZES. 

4rea,  62,762  acres, 
Pop.,  19,602 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


18  0 
16    0  0 


9  18 
9  17 


7  14  6 
19  13  0 

8  15  6 
5  11  0 

41  14  0 


20  0  0 
59    0  0 


1  11 

42  18  0 


24    8  6 
28  19 
26  8 


Other  Expenses. 


0  18 

0  10 

1  11 
0  14  10 

3  14    3  ! 


11    1  0 

4  9  0 
2  15  0 


8  0  0 
27  0 


0  12  10 
0    5  10 


733      98    2  3 


16  15 
5  17 
0  19  6 


0  10  0 
0  15  0 


2  18 
2  18 
2  17 
2  14 


5  17 

6  11 


9  19  11 
11    9  11 


-03 

h! 


Where  the 
Publio 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


>3 


l.s.    d.    £    s.  d.s. 


.  166  0  0  5  4|!  11 
.  164   0   0  5  8|  II 


26  5  10  5  11 

59  18  18 

28  15  4  8  10 

26  6  1010  9 

141  6  l'  8  1 


216  15  0  2  1 

216  12  9  2  1 

213  17  6  2  1 

209  18  7  2  it 


10  12  8  ; 
33  12 

16  12 

11  15 

72  12  7 


115   0   014   5  : 


5  95   0   0  6 

6  96  17    6|  4 

7  98  15   0  6| ' 


4  0  J  J 

m 

4  0  4 


71  9  9  3 
14  15  314 


237  12 
252  0 


129    0  10,  4    3  ! 


4    3  343   0  0  1 


36  8  8 
29  15  5 


4  3  346  17  1 
2  11  322  12  10 
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mneration  is  only  shown  in  those  oases  where  information  as  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the  JaM  0.  has  been  given.  In  the  follow 
usbttry,  Swindon  and  Highworth,  and  Westbury  and  Whorwellsdown. 


t  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


Other  Expenses. 


Where  the 
Public 

also  D.M.O. 


1> 


3| 


0  0 
0  0 


13    0  0 
16  0 
13    0  0 


d.  s.  d.  AMESBURY. 


75  0  Oil  8 

64  0  0  ' 

79  0 

103  0  01 


174  0  0  ' 

163  0  0  I 

168  0  o  : 

165  0  0  ' 


321    0    0  9  4 


670    0    0  i 


3  15 
2  14 


88  14  1123 
98    2    320  11 
73    3    7  16    1  ' 
88  18  1121    2  ! 


BRADFORD-ON- 

AVON. 


348  19    8  20 


47  18 
56  14 
33  19 
41    0  0 


16  6  0 

17  17 
11  17 


2  10  5 

2  13  2 

2  4 

2    7  9 


66  14 
79  0 
48    0  1010  3 


96  17 
96  12 


179  11  0 


9  15  8 


125    0    010  11 


250  3  4  i 

263  3  4  i 

253  3  4  i 

253  3  4  < 


CHIPPENHAM. 


Oil    01,019  13  4 


149  16  10 
98    1  10 


11  17  8 

8  17  0 


4  12 
0  12  3 


204  18 
133  14 
145  13 
131    4  10  18    0  ! 

015  11    3 13    2  ! 


CRICKLADE  AND 
W00TT0N  B A?  SETT. 


1  10 

1  1 


112  17  0 

138    4  6 


1  14 

4  10 

5  13 

6  19  9 


191  17 
128  18    0  II 
149  17 
176  17 


352  14 
331  19 


18  18  0 


647    9  11 


9    5  1,36018  6 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES 


COTJKTY    OP  ITU 


UNION. 

1. 

Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

j! 

^  Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

w  Total  Number  of 
•  Re-Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
!"~  and  Re-Vaccination. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
N  and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Publio 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 
Ph 

6 
6. 

| 
o 

Dh 

7. 

po  Legal  Proceedings. 

9. 

_  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

*.« 
|S 

ll 

13. 

n 
n 
ii 

MALMESBURY. 

Area  58,535  anres. 
Pop.  12,666. 

Total  for  4  years 

MARLBOROUGH. 

Area  44,393  acres. 
Pop.  8,458. 

Total  for  4  years* 

MERE. 

Area  32,309  acres. 
Pop.  5,210. 

Total  for  4  years 
PEWSEY. 

Area  75,219  acres. 
Pop.  11,209. 

Total  for  4  years 
SALISBURY. 

Area  58,712  acres. 
Pop.  29,977. 

Total  for  4  years 

SWINDON  AND 

HIGHWORTH. 

Area  53,986  aores. 
Pop.  59,275. 

Total  for  4  years 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 

IS!  IS 

1899 

1896 
is;  it 

IS!  IS 

1899 

[S'Ki 

1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

158 
408 
153 
123 

434 

2 

158 
842 
153 
123 

£  s.  d 
29  13  C 
128  7.11 
27  19  C 
24  10  0 

£  s.  d 

11  15  C 
19    4  6 

12  6  6 
10  17  0 

£  s.  d 

0  15  7 

1  2  10 
0  15  11 
0  18  0 

£  s.  d 

- 

£  s.  d 

0    8  6 
0    8  6 
0    8  6 
0    8  6 

£  s.  d 

1  17  4 

2  16  6 
2  16  6 
2  18  5 

£  s.  d 
44    9  11 
152    0  3 
44    6  5 
39  11  11 

1,  d 
5  £ 
3  7 

5  1C 

6  4 

£  s.  d 

270  8  C 
268   0  e 
279  17  6 

271  8  0 

4  ' 

4  ■ 

5  l'1 

5  i|i 

842 

436 

1,278 

210  10    5      54    3  0 

\ 

3  12  4 

1  14    o'  10    8    9    280    8    6  4  5 

1              1  1 

1,089  14  0 

4H 

139 
139 
123 
118 

500 
4 

>  139 
039 
123 
122 

17  17  4 
50    0  4 
15    4  8 
14    0  8 

8  17  10 
8  10  10 
8    6  4 
6  15  0 

0    5  4 
0    5  10 
0    5  2 
0    5  6 

- 
- 

- 

4    8  10 
4    7  6 
4  10  0 
4    4  0 

31    9  4 
63  10  6 

28    6  2 
25    5  2 

4  6 
2  0 
4  7 

4  2 

235  0  0 

236  10  0 
236    0  0 
225    0  0 

i 

8 

i 

519 

504 

1,023 

97    3  0 

32  16  0 

1    1  10 

17  10  4 

148  11  2 

2  11 

932  10  0 

5 

| 

132 
114 
73 
113 

- 

132 
114 
73 
113 

15  16  6 
12  15  0 
12  15  0 
23  15  0 

6    5  3 
5    7  9 
4  18  1 
4  10  7 

: 

0    17  2 

3    0  0 
3    0  0 
3    0  0 
1  10  0 

- 

25    1  9 
21  19  11 

20  13  1 
29  15  7 

3  10 
3  10 

5  8 
5  3 

180    0  0 
180    0  0 
180    0  0 
175    0  0 

3 
3 
3 

432 

432 

0    17  2 

715    0  0 

3 

r 

218 
228 
218 
251 

7 

199 

225 
427 
218 
251 

35  15  10 
53    1  10 
28  14  8 
21  19  0 

7    0  0 
7    5  6 
7  12  6 
6    3  6 

- 

- 

2   0  0 
2    0  0 
2    0  0 
2    0  0 

3    0  0 
3    0  0 
3    0  0 
3    0  0 

47  15  10 

65    7  4 
41    7  2 
33    2  6 

4  3 
3  1 
3  10 
2  8 

154    0  0 
153    0  0 

ll 

139  11  4 

28    I  6 

8    0  0 

12   0  0 

187  12  10 

3  4 

307    0  0 

480 
423 
456 
317 

480 
423 
456 
317 

61  15  0 
54    7  0 
58  17  6 
71    6  6 

32    1  0 

30    2  2 
29    6  11 
28  18  7 

1    4  0 

8  13  0 
7  10  6 
10  10  6 
6  18  6 

8  8  2 

9  9  10 
8    9  7 
8  15  5 

110  17  2 
101    9  6 
107    4  6 
117    3  0 

4  7 
4  10 

4  8 
7  5 

210    1  6 
213    0  8 
205    2  8 
329  17  1 

13 

\:a 
;t 

<P 
k 

1,676 

1,676 

246    6  0 

120    8  8 

1    4  0 

33  12  6 

35    3  0 

436  14  2 

5  3 

958    1  11 

2 

242 
605 
140 
172 

314 
3 
1 

242 
919 
143 
173 

22  10  0 
68  19  8 
13    4  6 
12    5  0 

10  10  0 
24  15  3 
7    9  11 
19  17  0 

4  11  10 

4    1  5 

3    6  0 
2    2  10 

8  0  0 

9  0  0 
9    0  0 
9  10  0 

19  19  0 
36  19  4 
22    5  10 
22    5  0 

65  10  10 
143  15  8 
55    6  3 
65  19  10 

5  5 
3  2 
7  9 
7  8 

265  17  6 
282    9  10 
270  11  2 
4;32  19  7 

2 
3 

M 

1,159 

318 

1,477 

116  19  2 

62  12  2 

14   2  1 

35  10  0 

101    9  2 

330  12  7 

4  6 

1,251  18  1 

2 
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S7TLTS — continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 

^  Total  Number  of  Primary  j 
'    Vaccinations.  j 

w  Total  Number  of 
•    Re- Vaccinations 

*•  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

11 
>  a 

1  i 

8> 
~* 

H  £ 
11. 

103    1  1 

135    2  2 
134    7  8 
142    1  5 

—  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
•    and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Publio 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

Oh 

5. 

q 
> 
6. 

$ 
% 
On 

7. 

P°  Legal  Proceedings. 

1 

9. 

h~  Miscellaneous 
®  Expenses. 

^  Total  Remunera- 
•w  tion  of  D.M.O.'s. 

14.  | 

s.  d. 
5  5 
5  9 
5  3 
5  1 

5  4 

299 
225 
23-2 
248 

1 

16 
15 

300 

225 
248 
263 

£    s.  d. 

137    1  6 
102    9  6 
105  10  8 
112    4  0 

£   s.  d. 
22    9  6 
30  12  6 

26  17  6 

27  13  6 

£    s.  d. 
0  14  7 

£    s.  d. 

- 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d 
2  15  6 
2    0  2 

1  19  6 

2  3  11 

s.  d 
10  10 
12  0 
10  10 
10  10 

£     8.  d 

262  12  0 

263  5  10 
260    3  6 
265  17  0 

1,004 

32 

1,036 

457    5  8 

107  13  0 

0  14  7 

8  19  1 

11  1 

1,051  18  4 

156 
139 
170 
145 

7 
13 
38 
130 

163 
152 

208 
275 

69  11  6 

62    3  6 
67    7  0 
99  17  0 

19  19  6 
17    0  3 

17  0  5 

18  2  0 

0    4  2 
0    4  fi 
0    4  3 

0    3  8 

- 

2    8  4 
2    6  1 
2    8  2 
2    7  4 

92   3  e 
81  14  4 
86  19  10 
120  10  0 

11  4 

10  9 
8  4 

8  9 

106    0  0 
105    0  0 
102    0  C 
102    0  0 

14  2 
20  0 
14  3 
18  5 

610 

188 

798 

298  19  0 

72    2  2 

0  16  7 

9    9  11 

9  7 

415    0  C 

16  4 

101 
100 

76 
106 

1 

12 

101 
101 

88 
106 

42  18  6 
38    3  0 
37  14  0 
42    4  0 

6  10  3 
6    1  2 
5    9  2 
5    7  1 

- 

- 

- 

- 

49    8  9 
44   4  2 
43    3  2 
47  11  1 

9  9 

8  9 

9  10 
9  0 

175    0  0 
175    0  0 
175    0  0 
175    0  0 

3  3 
3  3 
3  3 
3  3 

383 

13 

396 

160  19  6 

23    7  8 

9  4 

700    0  0 

3  3 

207 
2.r»5 
242 
21S 

2 
3 
193 
54 

209 
258 
435 
272 

119    8  0 
110    9  6 
114  15  0 
167    9  0 

24  14  6 
28  17  0 

25  16  0 

26  6  6 

- 

2  0  0 
2  0  0 
2  0  0 
2    0  0 

8    0  0 

4  12  0 
4  12  0 
4  12  0 
4  12  0 

150  14  6 
145  18  6 
147    3  0 
200    7  0 

14  5 
11  4 
6  9 
14  9 

237  10  0 
230  10  0 
289    2  0 
287    2  0 

1  0 
1  1 
1  3 
1  2 

922 

252 

1,174 

512    1  6 

105  14  0 

18    8  0 

11  0 

1,044  4  0 

1  2 

391 

365 
373 
435 

1 

5 

221 
39 

392 
370 
594 
474 

167    3  0 
148  11  6 
186    7  0 
169    7  0 

51    2  9 
48  13  6 

53    5  5 
55    7  8 

- 

2  11  0 

3  2  0 
0    5  6 

8    9  7 

8  4  10 

9  4  7 
8  12  2 

229    6  4 
208  11  10 
249    2  6 
233    6  10 

11  8 
11  3 

8  5 

9  10 

326    9  1 
391    4  5 
503    3  0 
497  14  4 

2 

3  1 

4  6 

5  1 

,564j  266 

1,830 

671    8  6 

208    9  4 

5  18  6 

34  11  2 

10    11,718  11  4 

747 

l!  694 
842 
939 

54 
148 

747 
694 
896 
1,087 

326  14  0 
274    7  0 
322    4  0 
399  12  6 

88    2  9 
87    6  11 
101    1  3 
105  17  10 

6    1  10 
1    4  3 
10  19  3 

0    7  6 

28  11  10 

21  13  1 
24    3  0 

22  13  0 

449  10  5 
384  11  3 
458    7  6 
528  10  10 

12  0 
11  1 
10  3 
9  9 

439    5  2 
435  15  11 
471    8  9 
457    7  5 

2  C 

3  1 
2  9 
2  7 

71 

,222 

202 

3,424 

1,322  17  6 

382    8  9 

18  12  10 

97    0  11 

1,821    0  0 

10  8 

1,803  17  3 

MALMESBUEY. 


MAELB0E0UGH. 


SWINDON  AND 
HIGHW0ETH. 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


4rea,  43,5(52  acres. 
Pop.,  7,714 


TROWBRIDGE  AND 
MELKSHAM. 

Area,  16,393  acres. 
Pop.,  18,415 

Total  lot  4jyears 
WARMINSTER. 

Area,  58,458  acres 
Pop.,  11.781 

Total  for  4  years^ 

WESTBURY  AND 
WHORWELLSDOWN , 

Area,  31.534  acres. 
Pop.,  9,704 

Total  for  4  years} 

WILTON. 

Area,  56,205  acres. 
Pop.,  9,670 

Total  for~4>jyears 
"Total  for'the  County's 


Eouk  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


>, 

a 

|.| 

umber  ( 

£  1 

2;  3 

11 

2. 

3. 

15  6 

16  13  0 
16  6  0 
15  11 

63  16  6 


194      14  10    6      76  1 


5  8  11 
4  14  0 
3  14  11 

3  15  4 

17  13  2 


18  l'i  0 
18  11 


20  11  6 
12  18  0 


10  0  0 

11  13  0 

12  1  0 


17     720     71    9   0     42  11  3 


12  19 
18  18 


7  17 
3  15 


32  0  0 
23  0  0 
18    0  0 


3  12 
3  12  0 
3  12 


2  18 
2  18 


^23  13  11 
24  5 
23  10 


Where  the 
Ptibiio 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.0. 


3  12  10 
10    1  0 


3  9  0 
3  0 

3    6  2 

7  10  0 

17    5  10 


2  0  0 

2  0  0 

2  0  0 

2  0  0 

8  0  0 


37  10  8 
32  15  10 


,212  11 
212  10 
215  10 
212  10 

853  1 


7  1    75  11  6  2'! 

924  2    80    5  0  21 

•8  ij    83    8  0W| 

310  5  321  14  6  If 


458  10  0J  If 

438  10  0  1 

438  10  0  ijS 

458  10  0  lk 


1  1,794  0   0  1, 


31  9 

46    1    2  , 


6  1 

5  9 

6  1 
25  18  011 

133  17    0  6 


31  0  0  < 
43  0 


11,149    1,917  1 


3  159    2    3  361    1  7 


■i.tej  14    9  4    6  L 


I 
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WILTS— continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day.  1903. 

! 

£ 

1 -* 

*J 
&  1 

!  11 

2. 

M  Total  Number  ot 
•    Re- Vaccinations 

*■  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

i 

J 

'3  p. 
>.2 

12. 

Where  the 
Publio 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 
Pi 

5. 

> 
6. 

1 

7. 

po  Legal  Proceedings. 

1 

l 

9. 

is 

if 

10. 

■g-i 

t> 
o  i 

li 

H  S 

11. 

Is 

13. 

—  Average  Cost  per 
•**  Visit  of  D.M.O. 

0  112 

1  156 

2  149 

3  151 

1 

3 
73 
7 

113 

159 
222 
158 

£    s.  d. 
52  15  9 

57  16  0 

58  8  6 
87  19  6 

£    s.  d. 
16  19  2 

16  9  8 

17  11  6 
19    1  8 

£    s.  d 

£    s.  d. 
2    2  7 
- 

£    s.  d. 
2    7  6 
2    5  10 
2    4  8 
2    8  1 

£    s.  d. 
72   2  5 
78  14  1 
78    4  8 
109    9  3 

s.  d 

12  9 
9  11 
7  1 

13  10 

£    s.  d 
214    5  C 
213    8  11 
213  10  I 
209  10  0 

a.  d 

6  7 
6  11 

6  2 
6  7 

84 

652 

256  19  9 

70    2  0 

2    2  7 

9    6  1 

338  10  5 

10  5 

850  13  11 

6  7 

0  80 

1  77 

2  82 

3  80 

3 

25 
10 

83 
77 
107 
90 

32    2  6 
42  11  8 

47    2  6 
56    9  2 

15    7  11 

23    4  G 

17  14  0 

18  18  0 

- 

47  10  5 
65  16  2 
64  16  G 

75    7  2 

11  5 
17  1 

12  1 

16  8 

83   0  C 

78  0  0 

79  0  0 

80  10  0 

2  7 
2  5 

2  6 

38 

357 

178    5  10 

75    4  5 

- 

253  10    3  14  2 

320  10  ( 

2  6 

}  218 
I  221 
J  544 
3  190 

1 

463 
22 

218 
222 
1,007 
212 

67  14  0 
67    4  0 
210  14  6 
61  17  6 

27    2  0 

24  9  3 

25  17  2 
22    1  3 

0  10  0 
0    4  6 
0    2  6 
0    5  0 

7    1    3!    102    7  3 
7    6    8      99    4  5 
3  10    5    240    4  7 
2    5    1      86    8  10 

9  5 
8  11 
4  9 
8  2 

458  10  0 
458  10  0 
458  10  0 
458  10  0 

1  3 
1  3 
1  3 
1  5 

1,173 

486 

1,659 

407  10    0^     99    9  8 

1    2  0 

20    3    5    528    5  1 

6  4 

1,834  0  0 

1  3 

)  175 

155 
I  119 
1  158 

2 
1 

20 
7 

177 

156 
139 
165 

58  11  0 

50  11  0 

45    6  6 

51  9  6 

20  14  0 
23    2  6 
16    9  6 
19    7  6 

- 

2  19  7 

3  4  11 
2  15  8 
2  14  6 

82    4  7 
76  18  5 
64  11  8 
73  11  6 

9  3 
9  10 
9  4 
8  11 

607 

30 

637 

205  18  0 

79  13  6 

11  14  8 

297    6  2 

9  4 

- 

1  171 
193 

!  375 
1  215 

171 

193 
375 
215 

76    0  0 
72    0  0 
66    0  0 
122    0  0 

20   0  0 
18    0  0 
17    0  0 
16    0  0 

3    0  0 
3    0  0 
3    0  0 
3    0  0 

99    0  0 
93    0  0 
86    0  0 
141    0  0 

11  7 

9  8 
4  7 
13  1 

300    0  0 
300    0  0 
300    0  0 
300    0  0 

3  0 

4  0 
3  7 

3  5 

954 

954 

336    0  0 

71    0  0 

12    0    0    419    0  0 

8  9 

1,200  0  0 

3  5 

15,461 

2,108 

17,569 

6,859    9    3(1,834  11  3 

2  13  2 

49  12  7 

8    0  0 

298  15  1 

9,053    1  4 

10  4 

16,180  12  7 

TROWBRIDGE  AND 
MELKSHAM. 


WARMINSTER. 


WESTBURY  AND 
WH0RWELLSD0WN. 


X  X 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  . 


COUNTY  OF 

The  column  headed  "Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O.'s"  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  officers.  The 

Unions  information  was  not  complete:  — 


Four  Years  ended  LlAdy-Day, 


Other  Expenses. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


BROMSGROVE. 

Area,  50,397  aw 
Pop.,  35,630. 


Area,  54,201  a 
Pop.,  18,374. 


Total  for  4  years 


Area,  17,205  ac 
Pop.,  152,127. 


Total  for  4  years 


4rea,  47,679  acres. 
Pop.,  17,629. 

Total  for  4  years 
KIDDERMINSTER. 

Area,  37,234  acres. 
Pop.,  40,769. 

Total  for  4  years 

KING'S  NORTON. 

Area,  28,918  acres. 
Pop.,  187,087. 


1,163 
5,100 


44  10  0 
53  16  0 


2  10 

3  7  11 


0  17 
0  19 
0  10  0 


27  0  11 
11  11  11 


3    9    6  75  16  11    322    6    4  3  1 


£  s.  d.  s.  i 

239  10  0  1 

273  17    61  1 

302  14  9j  1 

289  2    6  1 


,105  4    9  1 


48  9  0 
25    9  0 


161  10  0 
153  12 


27  1  0 

31  1  6 

40  8  0 

21  0  0 


119  10  6 


231  0  0 
199  0 


14  0  0 

15  0  0 


108  17 
99  13 


27  15 
26    4  10 
26    0  6 
20  14  10 


17  10 

17    0  0 

17    0  0 

15  10  0 


67    0   0305  19  0 


5  0  0 
7  10  0 
5    0  0 


1  18  11 
1  17  8 


7  13  11  110 


13  0  0 

14  0  0 

8  0  01 

0   0  47  0  oi 


7    0    0      66  1 


53  9  0 
61    0  0 


25    0   0    260  1 


9  11  1 
11  11  7 


87  0  0 
75    0  0 


30    0    0310    0  0 


375  16  10 
364  1  8 
371    6  0 


27  10    0  60  16    6    336    8    2  3  11  1,370  0  0 


460  0  0  5 
471    0    0  5 


3  112,283  3    7  1 


477    5   0  1  ff 

552    7    6  1  6: 


241  0  0 
252    0  0 


300  0  0 
300  0  0 
300  0 


8    0  557  0  0 

7    2  534  0  0 

545  0  0 

541  0  0 

7    82,177  0  0 
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WORCESTER. 

remuneration  is  only  shown  in  those  cases  where  information  as  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the  D.M.O.  has  been  given.  In  the  following 
Brums. :i:ovi-:,  Didley,  Kidderminster,  Martley. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 

^  Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

w  Total  Number  of 
"    Re- Vaccinations. 

^  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f  and  Re-Vaccination. 

^  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

Pi 
5. 

q 

6. 

7. 

po  Legal  Proceedings. 

9. 

^  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

Total  Remunera- 
tion  of  D.M.O.'s. 

Jo 
<Sp 

<> 

14. 

597 
574 
689 
718 

17 
18 

88 
136 

614 

592 
777 
854 

£    s.  d. 
218  19  0 
206  13  0 
220  14  0 
276  16  0 

£    s.  d. 
75    2  11 
67    0  1 
75    1  10 
80  15  11 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 

3    9  0 

£    s.  d. 
- 

£    s.  d. 
18    1  7 
16    3  3 
14  15  1 
14    7  9 

£    s.  d. 

312  3  6 
289  16  4 

313  19  11 
371  19  8 

s.  d. 

10  2 
9  10 
8  1 
8  9 

£   s.  d. 
286    8  6 
276  10  2 
283    0  0 
265  16  2 

s.  d. 
1  7 
1  7 
1  7 
1  6 

2,578 

259 

2,837 

923    2  0 

298    0  9 

3    9  0 

63    7  8 

1,287  19  5 

9  1 

1,111  14  10 

1  7 

408 
405 
421 
385 

5 
2 
27 
601 

413 
407 
448 
986 

194    0  0 
216    0  0 
208    0  0 
353    0  0 

40    0  0 

48  0  0 
45    0  0 

49  0  0 

1    0  0 

1    0  0 
1    0  0 

2    0  0 

7    0  0 

6    0  0 
6    0  0 
6    0  0 
6    0  0 

250    0  0 
271    0  0 
260    0  0 
409    0  0 

12  1 

13  4 
11  7 

8  4 

453    0  0 
47  4    0  0 
492    0  0 
459    0  0 

2  6 

3  0 
2  11 
2  11 

1,619 

635 

2,254 

971    0  0 

182    0  0 

4    0  0 

2    0  0 

7    0  0 

24    0  0 

1,190    0  0 

10  7 

1,878   0  0 

2  10 

2,337 
2,132 
2,327 
2,224 

12 

25 
586 

2,337 
2,144 
2,352 
2,810 

754  10  6 
702    6  0 
767  19  6 
859  15  9 

257  14  6 
244  16  9 
240  10  7 
228    7  6 

4  10  11 

2  8  9 
1  19  6 

3  7  4 

76  15  4 
84    6  2 
79    5  5 
75  16  4 

1,093  11  3 
1,033  17  8 
1,089  15  0 
1,167    6  11 

9  4 
9  8 
9  3 
8  4 

556    5  0 
621  15  0 
625  17  6 
627    1  6 

1  5 
1  10 
1  8 
1  6 

9,020 

623 

9,643 

3,084  11  9 

971    9  4 

12    6  6 

316    3  3 

4,384  10  10 

9  1 

2,430  19  0 

1  7 

331 

266 

318 

5 
1 

144 

182 

336 
267 
511 
500 

123    7  0 
101    5  6 
116  16  6 
196    6  0 

45  15  6 

42  14  0 
42  17  0 

- 

1  11  9 
1    0  0 

9    9  2 
8  17  6 

6  10  2 

178  11  8 
151    9  3 

245  13  2 

10  8 

11  4 
6  7 
9  10 

246  10  0 
242  10  0 

251    3  0 

1  8 

1  3 
1  5 

1,282 

332 

1,614     537  15  0 

171    1  0 

2  11  9 

32  11  2 

743  18  11 

9  3 

970    3  0 

1  5 

593 
617 
640 
617 

4 

46 
433 

60 

597 
663 
1,073 
677 

201  10  0 

202  10  0 
198  17  6 

309    8  0 

53    9  9 
49  17  0 
49  19  1 
57  16  4 

0  15  8 
0  18  9 
0  13  7 
0  15  2 

0    3  9 

13  9  4 

14  9  3 
18    0  8 

15  4  11 

269    8  6 
267  15  0 
267  10  10 
383    4  5 

9  0 
8  1 
5  0 
11  4 

470    0  ( 
470    0  0 
470    0  0 
470    0  0 

1  11 
1  11 
1  11 
1  11 

2,407 

543 

3,010 

912    5  f 

211    2  2 

3    3  2 

0    3  9 

61    4  2 

1,187  18  9 

7.1 

1,880   0  0 

1  11 

>  2,252 
2,453 
1  2,942 
1  3,415 

IS 

2C 
994 
80( 

2,270 
2,473 
3,93€ 
4,221 

745    0  C 
810    0  C 
1,062    0  C 
1,157    o  c 

277    0  0 
291    0  C 
323    0  C 
343    0  C 

6    0  C 
6    0  C 

6  0  C 

7  0  C 

- 
_ 

12    0  0 

89    0  0 
79    0  C 
110    0  C 
96    0  C 

1,117    0  0 
1,186    0  0 
1,501    0  0 
1,615    0  0 

9  10 
9  7 
7  8 
7  8 

831    0  0 
845    0  0 
875    0  0 
893    0  0 

0  9 
0  9 
0  9 
0  9 

11,062 

1,838  12,90C 

3,774    0  f 

1,234    0  C 

25    0  C 

- 

12    0  0 

374    0  C 

5,419    0  C 

8  5 

3,444  0  0 

0  9 

BR0MSGR0VE. 


KIDDERMINSTER. 


KING'S  NORTON. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


Area  5,>,823  acres. 
Pop.  11,980. 


Total  for  4  years. 


Area  53,123  acres. 
Pop.  12,754. 

Total  for  4  years. 

SHIPST0N-0N-ST0UR 

Area  78,289  acres. 
Pop.  15,053. 

Total  for  4  years. 

STOURBRIDGE. 

Area  16,855  acres. 
Pop.  92,482 

Total  for  4  years. 


Area  36,624  acres. 
Pop.  7,005. 

Total  for  4  years. 

UPT0N-0N-SEVERN. 

Area  54,177  acres. 
Pop.  29,316. 

Total  for  4  years. 


37  0  0 
60    3  10 


30  0 

30  0  0 

30  0  0 

30  0  0 


120    0  0 


33  10  6 
40  18 
30  16  6 
39  10 


7  16 
7  17 
7  16 
15  13 


10  10 

10  10  0 

11  10  0 
11  10 


144  16  0 


44   0  0 


15  13  0 
12  10 


119    0  10 
106  19  10 
104  15 
128  0 


54  15 

56  10  10 

55  10  0 
68  12 


0  0 
0  0 


4  18 
4  18 


458  I 


235    8  8 


17  0  0 
14   0  0 


1  0  0 

1  0  0 

1  0  0 

1  0  0 


4   0  0 


1,686  151  0  0 

340  33  0  0 

300  37  0  0 

2,730  257  0  0 


37    0  0 
31  0 
30  0 


9    0  0 
10  0 
9    0  0 


5  18  9 

6  13  6 
5  19  6 


4  7  4 
4  12  11 


96  17  4  5 
74  1  0  5 
66  12    2  5  7 


310    9    3  5    51,492  8    0  4 


56  13  0 
63  14 
54  10 


246    5    1;  4    61,103  3  6; 


61  12 

62  17 


19  16   7    225  1 


41  14 
43  11 


16    0    0167    8  3 


10  0 

8  0  0 

8  0  0 

8  0  0 

34  0  0 


224  6  9 
214  2  10 
210  18 


277  9  0,  2  ! 
279  17  6  4  1 
270  17    61  3  1 


!  10    4  3    61,734  10 


30  0 
26    0  0 


116   0   0  4  5 


206  0  0 
81  0  0 
80  0 


436  2 
434  15 


433  0  0  1  I 

439  0  0  1 

ill  0  0  0 

419  0  0  0  1 

 !  - 

3    5  1,702  0   0  0  1,: 
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WORCESTER— continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Other  Exper 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


118    0  0 
163  2 
154  12  0 


28  17 
37  12  0 
37  16  6 
36  16 


4  9  2 
8    7  10 


152  19 
208  6 
196  18 
370    5  10 


472    1  6 

459    8  0 

436  10  0 

432  15  0 


1,150 
1,239 


141 


928    9  6 


1,800  14  6 


75  17 

93  12 
96  10  0 


5,534 


374  12  6 
393  11 
448  14 
493  17  0 


1,710  15 


31  14 
29  12 

32  16 


12  12 

15  8 

18  17 

21  0 


2  17 
1  14 


80  0  0 
75  0 


264    0    0      40    0  0 


164  0 
163    0  0 
186    0  0 


10    0  0 

9  0  o: 


44  0  0 
43  0 


4  15 
4  2 


108  13 

129  8  11 

130  15  0 


5  7  11 
4  10  10 


92  12  2 

105  2  7 
126  6 

141  13  9 


465  14  8 


42  2 
42  11 
42  15 
42  13 


638  15 
686  12 


170  2 


2  0  0 
2  0 


79  0  012  10 

55  0  0 

92  0  0 

86  0  0 


0  0 


222  0  012  10 

211  0  012  0 

246  0  0 

299  0  0 


27    0    0,    978    0  0 


7  6 


274  16 
276  15 
272  13 
266  15 


437  0  0 
435  14 


SHIPSTON-ON- 
STOUR. 


STOURBRIDGE. 


141  0 

138  0  0 

141  0  0 

141  0  0 


561    0  0 


524  0  0 
506    0  0 


8    8  1,887  0 


UPTON-ON-SEVERN. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OP 


Four  Years 

ended  Lady-Day,  1 

899. 

a 

icrations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

ition 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

ONION. 

Year. 

Total  Number  of  Pr 
Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of 
Re-Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of  Oj 

P.V. 

q 

; 

o 

Legal  Proceedings. 

Rent. 

Miscellaneous 

Total  Cost  of  Vaccini 
and  Re- Vaccination. 

Average  Cost  of  Vaci 
and  Re-Vaccination 

Tola]  Remunera- 
tion of  D.M.O. 's. 

i 

1. 

1  3. 

5 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

13. 

u. 

WORCESTER. 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 

£  8. 

cL 

s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 

Area,  8,231  acres. 

L89I 
1897 

349 

626 

8 
120 

357 
746 

26  11  6 
74  16  6 

18  12  9 
52    1  9 

30    0  0 
30    0  0 

14    6  5 
27  11  4 

89  10 
184  9 

8 
7 

5  0 
4  11 

Pop.,  47,793. 

1898 

260 

15 

275 

18  10  6 

21  12  11 

30    0  0 

17  18  6 

88  1 

11 

6  5 

1899 

317 

8 

325 

62  16  6 

17  15  8 

22  10  0 

18    6  8 

121  8 

10 

7  6 

Total  for  4  years 

1,552 

151 

1,703 

182  15  0 

110    3  1 

112  10  0 

78    2  11 

483  11 

0 

5  8 

Total  for  the  County 

30,214 

1,824 

32,038 

3,458  19  0 

2,102  10  8 

144    5  1 

14    0  0 

407    2  0 

1,161  6  11 

7,288    3  8 

4  7 

17,708  2  1 

WORCESTER — continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 

UNION 

w  Total  Number  of  Primary 
'  Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of 
'    Re- Vaccinations. 

1 
C 

a 
i£ 

H 

4.' 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

h-  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
and  Re- Vaccination. 

§1 

§  g 
:"  £ 

I'l 

"2  if 

12. 

s.  d. 
19  5 
16  6 

11  10 

8  4 

12  3 

Where  the 
Public 

Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 
5. 

C 
6. 

i 
1 

7. 

°°  Legal  Proceedings. 

M 

9. 

i  1 

1! 

10. 

i-  Total  Remunera- 
•w  tion  of  D.M.O's. 

Average  Cost  per 
Visit  of  D.M.O. 

333 
316 
384 
654 

101 

261 

333 
316 
485 
915 

£  a.  d. 
104  16  6 

98  18  6 
125  3  6 
218  16  6 

£    s.  d. 
201  12  6 
144    2  6 
144  15  9 
136    6  6 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 
4    8  0 

£    s.  d. 
17    7  5 
17    8  10 
16  19  3 

23    3  4 

£    s.  d. 
323  16  5 
260    9  10 
286  18  6 
382  14  4 

£    s.  d. 

s.  d. 

WORCESTER. 

1,687 

362 

2,049 

547  15  0 

626  17  3 

4    8  0 

74  18  10 

1,253  19  1 

tO,  457 

t 

7,876  48,333 

15,128  14  3 

I  | 
4,841    9    1;  54    2    91    8    7  3 

1 

28    6  9 

1,216  17  7 

21,277  17  8 

8  10 

20,096  14  4 

DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


The  column  headed  "Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O.'s"  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  officers.  The 

following  Unions  the  information  was  not  complete :—  Hkvkcley, 


UNION. 

1. 

Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

Total  Number  of  Primary  1 
■  Vaccinations. 

M  Total  Number  of 
•  Re-Vaccinations. 

*■  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
and  Re-Vaccination. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
fc  and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Publio 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 

5. 

d 
> 

6. 

3 
Ph 

7. 

po  Legal  Proceedings. 

03 
9. 

_  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

Total  Keniunera 
«  tiou  of  D.M.O.'s. 

>H 

i  ~ 

ft 
<  > 

2 
•2 

1  1 

>' 

BEVERLEY. 

Area  79,886  acres. 
Pop.  24,454. 

Total  for  t  years 

BRIDLINGTON. 

Area  66,474  acres. 
Pop.  20,229. 

Total  for  4  years 

DRIFFIELD. 

Area  11 1,423  acres. 
Pop.  17,754. 

Total  for  4  years 

HOWDEN. 

Area  74,856  acres. 
Pop.  12,274. 

Total  for  4  years 

KINGSTQN-ON-HTJLL. 

Area  1,114  acres. 
Pop.  82,245. 

Total  for  4  years 

PATRINGTON. 

Area  62,425  acres. 
Pop.  8,593. 

Total  for  4  years 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

314 

299 

243 

2 
1 
1 

314 
301 

253 
244 

£   s.  d. 
31  11  6 
30    8  0 
23  19  6 
29    1  0 

£    s.  d. 
32    0  0 

26  1  4 
29    8  0 

27  12  3 

£   s.  d 

1  13  6 

0  18  4 

1  14  9 
1  17  8 

£    s.  d 

£    s.  d 
4    9  C 
4    9  C 

4  4  0 

5  14  C 

£   s.  d 

11  19  3 

12  8  5 

16    2  8 

£   s.  d 
81  13  3 
74    5  1 
70    6  1C 
80    7  7 

s.  d 
5  2 

4  11 

5  " 

6  7 

|     £   s.  d 
99  10  ( 
101    9  i 

1    98    4  ( 
98    3  8 

1,108 

4 

1,112 

115    0  0 

115    1  7 

6    4  3 

18  16  0 

51  10  11 

306  12  9 

5    6  397    7  1 

'  2  : 

115 
140 
142 
123 

1 

2 

117 
141 
142 
125 

16  7  6 

17  5  0 

18  12  0 
18    4  6 

0    5  5 
6  17  5 
6  12  6 
5    2  11 

5  15  0 

6  5  0 
6    5  0 
1    0  0 

6    5  5 

6  17  5 

7  19  11 

34  13  4 

37  4  10 

38  2  0 
32    7  4 

5  11 

5  3 
5  4 

151  14  (. 
155    5  C 
163    8  C 
145  14  e 

l  i 

1  ! 

520 

5 

525 

70    9  0 

24  18  3 

19    5  0 

27  15  3 

142    7  6 

5  5 

616    2  0 

1  f 

315 
260 
276 
254 

- 

315 

260 
276 
254 

33    0  0 
32    0  0 
31    0  0 
24    0  0 

13    0  0 
13    0  0 
13    0  0 
9    0  0 

10  0 
10  0 

i  o  o  - 

10  0 

£00 
2    0  0 
2    0  0 
2   0  0 

7    0  0 
7    0  0 
7    0  0 
7    0  0 

56    0  0 
55    0  0 
54    0  0 
43    0  0 

3  7 

4  3 
3  11 
3  5 

240    0  0 
246    0  C 
243    0  0 
242    0  0 

0  « 
0  i 
0  \ 

1,105 

- 

1,105 

120    0  0 

48    0  0 

4   0   0       -       J    8    0  0 

28    0  0 

208    0  0 

3  9 

971    0  0 

190 
167 
153 
277 

- 

192 
167 
153 
277 

20    8  6 

25  11  0 

29    4  0 

10   0  0 

10    0  0 
10    0  0 

4    8  10 
4  12  11 
4  16  11 
4  16  2 

34  17  4 
32    1  5 
40    7  11 
44    0  2 

3  8 
3  10 
5  3 
3  2 

194   2  0 
191  19  10 
187    7  6 
190  12  9 

3  1 

3 

3 

8  1 

787 

2 

789 

92  12  0 

40    0  0 

18  14  10 

151    0  10 

3^10 

764   2  1 

3 

1,804 
1,736 
1,580 
1,417 

1,804 
1,736 
1.580 
1,417 

36  0  0 

37  0  0 
69    0  0 

116    0  0 
105    0  0 
121    0  0 
157    0  0 

16    0  0 
16    0  0 
16    0  0 
16    0  0 

36    0  0 

35  0  0 

36  0  0 

37  0  0 

204    0  0 
197    0  0 
210    0  0 
279    0  0 

2  3 
2  3 

2  8 

3  11 

210   0  0 
210   0  0 
230    0  0 
250    0  0 

0  I 

6,537 

6,537 

183    0  0 

499    0  0 

64    0  0 

144    0  0 

890    0  0 

2  9 

900   0  0 

75 
98 
83 

88 

8 

75 
98 
83 
96 

9    0  6 
12    5  6 

9  18  0 
24    4  6 

3  2  3 
5  12  6 

4  14  6 
10    0  0 

0  11  0 

12    2  9 
17  18  0 
15    3  6 
34   4  6 

3  3 
3  8 
3  8 
7  2 

116  17  | 
116    7  6 
115  10  0 

110  o  o| 

344 

8 

352 

55    8  6 

23    9  31 

0  11  0 

79    8  9 

4  6 

464  15  oj  0 
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YORK   (East  Riding). 

remuneration  is  only  shown  in  those  cases  where  information  as  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the  D.M.O.  has  been  given.    In  the 

POCKLINGTON,  SCULCOATES,  SKIRLATJGH. 


Hour  Veaks  ended  Lady-Day,  liXKS. 


55 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


414  14  6 
131    9  C 


£    s.  d.  £    s.  d.l 

50    1  8  1    9  0 

45    9  71  1    4  3 

41    7  0  0  14  4 

44  12  5  0  19  0 


£   s.   d.  £   s.   d.i  £   s.  d.l  s.  d.  £  s.  d.,  s.  d.  BEVERLEY. 

1 

1    5    o!  15  13    lj  483    3  3  10    3  97  14  Oj  2  0 

I  12  19    1  191    2  511    4  97  18  lOj  2  0 

11    0  loj  162    0  810  10  103    7  0  2  l| 

10   0  11  173    9  10  9  lOj  97  16  5|  2  o| 


1,9311    773    0    0!    181  10    8    4    6  7| 


1    5    0  49  13  11.1,009  16    2  10    6  396  16    3  2  0 


310,  137  1  0  47  11  2 

182  150  9  0  39  10  5 

234'  126  8  loj  37    9  9 

255  130  18  10i  40  14  5 


84l     98 11    544  17 


165 


9 


7    3    6  191  15  8  12  4,  140  10  6  1  8 

7  10  10  197    9  5  21  8  147  19  e|  1  8 

7  11    8j  171  14  314  8j  148  12  6  1  9 

6  14    0  178    7  314  0  144    1  ol  1  9| 


BRIDLINGTON. 


28  19 


6    7  15    l|  581 


6  1  8! 


233  0  0 

164  0  0 

143  0  0 

160  0  0, 


36  0  0 

36  0  0 

32  0  0 

33  0  0 


700    0    0|    137    0  0 


1  0  0 

1  0  0 

I  0  0 

1  0  0 


4   0  0 


DRIFFIELD 


6  0  0,  276  0  0  8    7,  264  0  0|  0  6 

6  0  0  207  0  012  11  272  0  0  0  7 

6  0  0  184  0  011    2  265  0  0  0  6| 

6  0  0  200  0  012    7  272  0  0  0  6 


24   0  0 


0    010    9  1,073  0    0|  0  6 


243 


4871  207  16  0j  34  4  4 

244j  147  7  0  32  8  9 

278|  118  13  Oj  28  14  4 

256]  129  18  6  29  13  5 


1,265    603  14    6    125    0  10 


4    10  3; 

4  13 


246  10  7110  1 

184  9  215  1 

4    8  10     151  16  210  11 

|4    9    9!    164  1  812  10 


18 


3:    746  17    7  11  10 


187  0  01  3  7 

189  11  0j  3  8 

197  S  13  4 

185  6  01  3  6| 


759 


3  6 


3,058  5,045 
14  1.564 
15|  2,083 


818  0  0j  300  0  Oj  2  0  0, 

274  0  0  136  0  0  2  0  0 

334  0  0!  152  0  0  2  0  0] 

283  0  oj  142  0  0,  2  0  01 


1,772    0    01    730    0    0    8    0  0 


0  0  1,222  0  0 

0  0    448  0  0 

0  0    524  0  0 

0  0!    460  0  0 


144    0    0  2,654  0 


KIFGSTONiON-HULL 


250  0  0 

250  0  0 

250  0  0 

270  0  0 


1,020  0  0 


0  11 
0  11 
0  11 


186      775  961 


1 


6531      795  !  ,4  is 


237  6  3 
113  11  9j 
75  10  6 


5  12  6  0  5  0 

9  6  5  0  5  0 

9  11  2  0  5  0 

11  4  8  0  5  0 


503  11    0j     35  14    9     1    0  0 


PATRINGT0N. 


123    3    2  17  10 

9  10 
12    210  2 


5    lj  115  0  0  0  4) 

116  0  6]  0  41 

115  0  0  0  41 

115  0  0  0  4; 


540    5    9  7  6 


461    0    6  0  4 


342 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Foub  Ybabs  ended  Lady-Day, 


°  I 


Where  the 
Publio 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


n 


POCKLINGTON. 

Area  110.638  acres. 
Pop.  13,709 

Total  f  o:  4  years 


Area  39,113  acres. 
Pop.  173,307. 

Total  for  4  years 

SKIRLAUGH. 

Area  66,966  acres 
Pop.  9,359 

Total  for  4  years 


1896 
1897 


YORK  (including 
Workhouse  and  Out- 
Relief  Unions).  ]1897 
Area  80,100  acres. 
Pop.  92,012. 

Total  for  4  years 

Total  for  the  County"! 


1,675 
1,674 
1,897 
1,761 


7,007 


£    s.  d. 
18  14 
15  11 
18  14 
13  11  0 


66  10  0 


6  0  0 
6  10  0 
6  10  0 


119  16  8  11    1  11 

111    2  3  11  16  1 

111  17  4  11  9 

100    5  9j  17  2 


443    2    0  51    9  2 


21  19 
18  14 


14  15  6  0  14 
14  11  0  0  15 
10  18    3    0  19  10 


23  980 
39  1,032 


89  12  6 
70  11 


50  14  0 
53    3  0 


9   4   0126  13 
16    4    0119  12  9 


24    6    0128  11  7 


69  18    0  507  16  1 


1  10  0 

0  10 

0  10  0 

0  10 


3    0  0 


d. 


d.  £ 


49  11  6  5  0  155  10  0  2 

37  14  6.  6  0  153  10  Oj  2  • 

48  13  6  5  6  156    0  0  2 

35  13  6  6  1  152    0  0  2 


171  13    o!  5    7  617    0   Oj  2 


38  14 
37  17  11 


35  2  0 
34  15  0 


107  1    0138    3  5 


6    0  11    0251  10    0934    3    8J4.738  15  5 


190  10  3 
192  16 
186  16 


1  717  19 

6j  703  11 


5    42,542  16 
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YORK  (East  Riding)— continued. 


5  a 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


IS 

it 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


if 


1  s 


£  s.  d. 
149  12  10 

123  18 
109  10 
11&  18 

502    0  2 


P0CKLDTGT0K 


25  10 
22  13 

21  6 

22  16  0 

92    5  11 


175  3 
146  11 
130  16  10 
141  14 

594    6  1 


171  10    0  2  2 


163  0  0  2 
162  10    0  2 


4,263 
2,921 
2,996 
3,099 

13,279  1 


12,429  1 
1,277 

3,013 
254.  3,353 


3,398  14  0 

1,295  6 

995  16 

1,049  18 

5  6,739  15  0 


513    8    5]  5  9 

259  12  111  4  15 

249  16    0  5  3 

258    3    3  5    3  4 

1,281    0    7  20  11  5 


69  10    6143  12  11 


69  10    6  646  12  7 


4,130  15 

1,728  14 

1,419  14  11 

1,478 

8,757  10  1 


11,  717  13  0 

3^  699  15  0 


8  10  722  10  2 


6    52,833  10  8 


143    7  0  19  17  7 

110  13  6  17 

53  17  6  19 

41  10  0  19 


349    8    0      75    9  11     1    2  5j 


4  13  7 

5  18  11 
4  18  10 
2  19  2 

18  10  6 


7  2 
5  3 

8  11 

9  0 


59  9  4 
58  10  0 
95  17  1 


1,530 
1,632 


1,355 
2,012 


136  19 
142  11 


35  14  0 
33  10 


841  14  11 

813  14 

879  12 

1,027  3 

)  3,562  5  1 


11  6 

12  0 


»  2  5 
1  2  5 
1  2  10 


YORK  (including 
Workhouse  and  Out- 
Belief  Unions). 


j  33,593  20,813  54,400  15,325   3   4  3,409  13  101  40 


15    6  1,067  14  5  19,915  1 


V  v  l 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 

The  Column  headed  »  Total  Remuneration  of  all  the  Medical  Officers  "  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the 

given.    In  the  following  Unions  the  information  was  not  complete  :— 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


Where  the 
Publio 

Vaccinator  ia 
also  DM.O. 


11 


55 

u 


li 


§0 


li 

H-J3 


?3 


Area  81,033  a 
Pop.  4,506. 


Total  for  4  years 


£  s.  d. 

6  10  6 

6    6  0 

6  3  0 
27  7 

46    7  0 


0  1  9 
0   2  10 


2  0  0 
1  10 


0  11 

1  11 

1  6  10 
1    7  10 

4  17  3 


16  19 
16  11 


70  10 

70    0  0! 


210 
7    4  ! 


Area  60,783  -\ 
Pop.  8,436. 


0  11 
3  11  0 


Total  for  4  yea 

EASINGW0LD. 

Area  74,362  acres. 
Pop.  9,909. 


27  13 
20  16  0 
17  11  10 


40    0    0    2  2 


0  13 
0  14 
0    1  11 


7  13    6    121    5  5 


5    6  548    4    0  0  11 


I  8  0 
I  12  9 


4  10 

5  0  0 


38  10  1 
34  13  1 


143  10 

142  10 

143  0 


1 
1 
1 


Total  for  4  years 


19  10    0,  18  11  2 


HTI6B0R0TJGH. 

Area  89,78?  acres. 
Pop  43,420. 


50  12 

41  17 
260  16  8 
103  11  10 


54  8  10 
64    7  10 

79  3  8 
88  12  5 


0  9 
0  16  6 


456  18 


i  12  9 


Area  67,704  acres. 
Pop.  5,176.  ' 


0  10  0 
0    7  11 


5  17 

6  9  0 


1  14 
1  13 


17  15  0 
13  11 
22  1 
29  13 


61  11 

62  8    6  | 

62  10  0  ; 

64  1 


Total  for  4  years 


1    2  ' 


<  250  11   0  : 


CIRKBY  M00RSIDE. 

Area  46,111  acres. 
Pop.  4,791. 


1  19  10 
1  14 

1  18 

2  19 


18  7  10  3  0  61 

17  19  93  6  61  18  6 

7  6  4  1  1  54  1 

23  9  2|  4  6  74 


4  1 
3  3 
1  10 


Total  for  4  years  | 


;  12  7 


67    3    1  2  11  I 
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ORE  (North  Riding). 


cers.    The  remuneration  is  only  shown  in  those  cases  where  information  as  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the  District  Medical  Officer  has 

ISBOROUGH,   I'lCKKKINO,   RICHMOND,  THIRSK,  WhITBY. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady- Day,  1903. 


H 

•g-s 

a* 

ii 


59 


Where  the 
Publio 
Vaccinator  i3 
also  D.M.O. 


35  3 
38  18  0 


£  s.  d. 

9  1  6 

10  8  6 
9  2  0 

11  3  0 


0  11  10 
0  10  0 
0  10  9 


i  15  0 


48  5  11 

42  10 

47  0 

63  4  5 


10  19 

15  14 

16  4  10 
15  17  6 


0  9  4 
0  12  4 


201    1  6 


58  1 


1  10  0 
1    5  10 


70  0 
70  10 

70  0  0 
70  10  6 


191  18    213    7  281    0  6 


9    0.      18    8  6 


70  13 
105  11 


19  15  0 
22  15 


338  14 
321  16  0 

847j    409  ! 


3,134  1,374  13  6 


50  10 
34  16  0 


37      310,    147  13 


0  11 
0  11 
0    9  0 


5  18  0 

23  0    0       7  18 

24  15  0  10  4 
32    0    6|       9  10 


106    1  0 


33  11  1 


2  19 

2    8  6  60  13 

2  16  5  66  11 

2  19  3  83  10  6 


11    8    5    273    5  611 


2  12 

2  13 

3  11 
3  0 


101  14 
90  11 


.  11  149  1 

2  142  10 

5  143  10  0 

'  10  147 


417  11  1110  11  582    1  0 


440  6 
467    5  1 


9  12    1  277    1  1 


511    1  272  12  in 


5    7  12    1,1,088  13  3 


1  12 
1    9  10 


1  11 
1  11 


46    1    312  7 


62  17 
44  14 


188  14    212  2 


33  14 
32  10  2 


1  12    2      43    3  4 


6  14    7    146  6 


68  15  0 

60  9  6 

61  17  0 


57  10 
61  12 


EASINGW0LD 


GUISB0R0ITGH. 


KIROY  MOOR  SIDE. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OP 


Four  Years 

ENDED 

Lady- Day,  1 

899. 

mary 

•J 

Total  Fees. 

Otke 

Expenses. 

Where  the 
Publio 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.AL0 

UNION. 

Year. 

Total  Number  of  Pri 
Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of 
Re- Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of  Op 

P.V. 

OA 

I 
8 
Cm 

Legal  Proceediags. 

Miscellaneous 
Expenses 

Total  Cost  of  Vaccin 
and  Re-Vaccination. 

Average  Cost  of  Vaci 
and  Re-Vaccinatiou  j 

Total  Roniunera- 
tion  of  D.M.O.'s. 

* 

-  = 

is 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

IL 

12. 

13. 

LEYBXJRN. 

£  s. 

d 

£  s. 

d 

£    s.  d 

£  s 

d 

£  s. 

d 

£  s 

d 

£  s. 

d 

La 

£    8.  d. 

1896 

99 

99 

18  18 

0 

20  0 

C 

0    2  7 

1  10 

C 

- 

40  10 

7  8  £ 

97    0   0  3 

1897 

90 

90 

13  6 

0 

20  0 

0    0    2  8 

1  10 

( 

- 

34  18 

7  8 

100  10  o 

3 

Pop.,"6,748. 

1898 

92 

2 

94 

22  13 

20  0 

0    2  7 

c 

- 

44  6 

1 

l  9  £ 

97  10    0  3 

1899 

105  1 

106 

8  18 

0 

20  0 

C 

0    2  3 

1  10 

c 

- 

30  10 

3 

5  £ 

104  18    0  3  ' 

TotaJ  for  4 years 

3861  3 

1 

389 

63  15 

6 

80  0 

0 

0  10  1 

6  0 

c 

- 

150    5    7  7  £ 

399  18  0 

3 

*MALTON. 

• 

1896 
1897 

1 

- 

1 

- 

0  2 

0 

0  2 

c 

2   0        -  J 

Pop.,  20,454. 

1898 

- 

- 

- 

- 

1899 

5 

5 

0  10 

o 

- 

0  10 

c 

2    0        -  J 

4- 

Total  ior"4  years 

6 

6 

0  12 

0 

_ 

- 

2    0        -  1 

MALTON  (Out-Relief). 

1896 

127 

127 

9  16 

0 

11  10 

0 

- 

2  3 

0 

4  1 

3 

27  10 

3 

4  4 

126  12  6 

1897 

108 

1 

109 

11  13 

0 

11  10 

0 

2  3 

0 

4  1 

3 

29  7 

3 

5  5 

127  12  6 

1808 

107 

28 

135 

6  13 

0 

11  10 

0 

- 

2  3 

0 

4  1 

3 

24  7 

3 

3  7 

131    7  6 

1899 

132 

14 

146 

24  17 

4 

8  16 

3 

2  3 

6 

4  1 

39  18 

3 

5  6 

125   2  6 

Total  for  4  years  , 

474 

43 

517 

52  19 

4 

43    6  3 

8  12 

6 

16  4 

11 

121  3 

0 

4  8 

510  15  0 

NORTON  (Out-Relief). 

i 

1896 

89 

10  17 

0 

13  10 

0 

0    1  11 

1  15 

0 

5.  8 

4 

31  12 

3 

7  1 

144  17  6 

1897 

161 

161 

14  13 

0 

13  10 

0 

0    1  11 

115 

0 

3 

35  8 

2 

4  5 

151  13  4 

s  ! 

1898 

84 

84 

8  2 

0 

13  10 

0 

0    1  11 

1  15 

0 

5  8 

3 

28  17 

2 

6  10 

146    9  6 

u\ 

1899 

181 

181 

51  3 

0 

22  14 

2 

0    1  11 

0  10 

0 

1  15 

0 

5  8 

3 

81  12 

4 

9  0 

159  12  6 

"  !> 

Total  for  4  years 

515 

515 

84  15 

C 

63    4  2 

0    7  8 

0  10 

7  0 

0 

21  13  1 

177  9 

11 

6  11 

C02  12  10 

"  'A 

t  MIDDLESBROUGH. 

1896 
1897 

1,721 
2,397 

36 

1,757 
2,431 

139  17 
201  12 

6 
6 

169  17 
181  1 

8 
7 

2  15  7 
2  19  0 

2  0 
2  0 

0 
0 

51  12 

67  3 

11 

7 

366  3 
454  16 

8 
8 

4  2 
3  9 

365    1  0 
329    0  3 

i 

,  in 

Pop.,  139,773. 

1898 

2,291 

12,532  14,823 

978  12 

0 

162  11 

1 

3    7  0 

3  10 

0 

64  18 

10 

1,212  18 

11 

1  8 

341    0  4 

{ 

L :>« 

1899 

2,896 

19,489 

22,385 

1,543  12 

6 

228  18 

5 

2  16  0 

3  10 

0 

86  4 

3 

1,865  1 

1  8 

317    0  8j 

Total  for  4  years 

9,305 

32,091  41,396 

1 

2,863  14 

6 

742  8 

9 

11  17  7 

11  0 

0 

269  19  7 

3,899  0 

* 

1  ll|l,352  2  sj 

WIS 

NORTHALLERTON. 

1 

4rea,  67,153  acres. 

1896 

74 

74 

8  14 

0 

11  18 

0 

0  14  10 

1  10 

0 

5  3 

10 

28  0 

8 

7  7 

211    1  0, 

1897 

141 

41 

182 

19  17 

6 

1  10 

0 

4  0 

10 

25  8 

4 

2  10 

216    8  0 

op.,  il,£>y0. 

1898 
1899 

89 
138 

221 
51 

310 
189 

40  18 
38  18 

0 
0 

13  1 
12  8 

8 

0  15  4 

1  10 

0 

4  9 
4  7 

9 
» 

CO  14 
55  15 

8 
1 

3  11 
5  11 

210   2  6 
219  12  0! 

,  151 

Total  for  4  vears 

I 

442 

313 

755 

108  8 

0 

37  8 

3 

1  10  2 

4  10 

0 

18  2 

4 

169  18 

9 

4  6 

1 

857    3  6 

*  M ALTON  UNION.-The  figuies  given  aieij  '  

t  MIDDLESBROUGH  UNION.— The  fees  paid  to  the  public  vaccinators  dm  in   the  j  ears  1898  and  1899  includ  M\\ 


'.  (North  Riding)—  continued. 


i  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


£  s.  d. 

40    8  Oj 

39  15  6 

52  13  Oi 

37  15  6 


25   4   2«0  4 

21  18  11     0  5 

21    7    8    0  5 

25    4    0    0  3 


170  12  0, 


14    9    0  19  0 


87  18 
60  0 
101  13  0 


41  6  Oj  0    1  11 

73  17    6      35  13  4  0    1  11 

70    2    0      31  10  0,  0 

76    5    6      35  0  8i  0 


799,    297  12    0    143  10    0,    0    7  6 


2,208:  749 

2,488  837 

2,535  820 

2,90l|  929 


2    6|    239  6 


3  0 
2  16 


.3  S 

f  Vaccini 
ination. 

t  oi  Vacc 
•ination  j 

Jost  0 
-Vacc 

e  Cos 

Total  ( 
and  Re 

11 

11. 

12. 

65  16  11 
61  19 


13  9 
7  14 


63    3    011  6 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


-"8 

f:S 
H--S 


98  0 

97  0  0 

105  10  0 

97  10  0 


0  0 


102  0  6  8  11 

126  3  011  10 

96  15  10j  6 

138  13  6  11 


463  12  10  ! 


121  17 
120  15 
123  12 
129  10 


124  13 
115  1 


21  13    0    463  12    6  11    7,  628  18  0 


I  I 

0  10    0  76    7  4  1,068 

73  2  1  1,202 

74  2  6  1,180  1 
73  13  9  1,309 


154  15 
10  10  159  10 
12    0  157  5 


0  10    0297    5    8  4,760    6  1 


170  60  15  0,  16  12  9 

155  59  17  0  13    1  8 

345  101    6  6  14    6  4 

236  73    4  0  14    4  9 


0  16 
0  12 
0    9  10 
0  9 


906    295   2  6, 


5    12    8  0 


4  10  4 
4    1  11 


82  14  5  9 
77  12  410 
120    9    0  7 


i  8  0 
:  17  2 


211  17 
2i3  9 
218  16 


MALT0N  (OufrSelief ). 


NORTON  (Out-Relief). 


MIDDLESBROUGH. 


NORTHALLERTON. 


sspect  of  the  Workhouse  only. 

I  1,492  2s.  lOd.  special  expenses  incurred  in  respect  of  about  25,000  re-vaccinations  during  the  small-pox  epidemic,  1898-9. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES 


COUNTY  OF 


.  Years  ended  Lady- Day, 


E  i 

13  * 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


Area  95,930  acres. 
Pop.  10,059. 

Total  for  4  years 
REETH. 

Area  74,538  acres. 
Pop.  2,520 

Total  for  4  years 

RICHMOND. 

Area  81,122  acres. 
Pop.  11,726. 

Total  for  4  years 

SCARBOROUGH. 

Area  88,216  acres. 
Pop.  51,110. 

Total  for  4  years 

ST0KESLEY. 

Area  79,695  acres. 
Pop.  11,247. 

Total  for  4  years 

THIRSK 

Area  71,650  acres. 
Pop.  12,710. 

Total  for  4  years 


97  11  12  6 
94       9  19  0 


347      41    1  0 


242      42    9  8 


4  12 
3  17  1 
3  19 


24  10  6 
29  16  10 


0  14  3 

0  13  9 

0  16  0 

0  13  6 


2  17  6 


24  2  0  10  4  6 
34  16    6      11  11  9 


97  10    6     41  10  2 


1    6  0 

1  16  0 

1  16  0 

1  16  0 

6  14  0 


26     259      27    7  0 


20,     235      35  12  0 


773      92  15  6 


24  17 
26  9 
23    9  0 


17  0  9 
13  15  5 

18  13  9 


7  12  9 

8  18 


9  10  6 

10  13  9 

9    8  3' 

8  13  3 


0  0  17 
0   0  17 

0   0.  18 


33  19  9  3  10 
39  17  10|  3  10 
52    8    3  4 


3    9      53  7 


17  4    4  69  12  1  I 

18  4  10  52  16  9  i 
17  12  10  74  18  7  < 

70    5    9  250  15  2  6    61,151  11  6jl 


156  10  0 
138  10  0 


2  10  0, 

2  10  0| 

2  10 

2  10  o| 

10  0  o' 


3  18  0 
3  18  0 


35    0    3  6  11;  140  11   0 1 
37  18    3  6    6  143  18  o| 
4  141  14  4)1 
9'  140  10  if 

290  14    9  4    e'  566  14  31 


36  0 
43  10 


137  10  0J 
144  12  6 


15  16    0  17    4    1     155    8    8  4    7  546  16  Oil 


FORK    (North  Riding)—  continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Publio 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


H  9 


£   s.  d. 
47  13  6 
58  17 
40  14  0 
50  13 

I 

197  18    3,     46    0  8 


3  11 

3  12 


258    9    3  6  9 


21  15 
21  15 


3  18 

4  17 
2  16 

6    9  6 

18    2  6 


0  12 
0  13  0 
0  12  11 
0  13  10 

2  12 


23    0    4  5    1  82  10  044 

25  16    3  11  0  82  10  0  44 

25    4  11  10    9  82  10  044 

28  18    4  8  Ll|  82  10  0  44 


_|_ 

102  19  10  8    3|  : 


0  04 


207      75    4  6' 


61  19  10 

58    8  o' 


11  12  0 

12  13 


i  18  10      49  18  5 


90  19  0  8  9  152  10  0  1  11 

80  18  7!  8  6  139  10  0 

79  0  3  8  3,  144    0  0j  : 

75  0  8  7  1  146    0  0,  ' 


325  18    6  8    2  582    0  0 


0 


163  0 
133  17 


38  4  0 
32  18  9 
35  19  0 


SCAKB0R0UGH. 


17  11  3  222  19  611 

16  15  8j  188  17  2  1 

16  8  173  14  11  H 

15  18  7  186  6  7  ' 


295  19 
294  9 


1  10 
1  10 
1  10 


67    2    2    771  18    2  9    0  1,153  2  0 


67  15  6  21  19  8 
72  14  0  18  18  9 
63    8    6      18    8  10 


291  11    6      82  14 


89  15  2  9  6  132  15  0 
91  12    914    2,  130    0    0  • 


81  17 

111  1  0110  8 
374    6    310    8  i 


133  0 
133  10  0 


5  8 
4  8 


;  16  0 
i  14  6 

;    9  0 


9  6  10 
15  18 


117    4    412  4 


141    5  0  1 

139    0  0  1 

143  10  0  1 

139  17  6  1 


350    7    0      54   4  1 


420  17    4  10    6  563  12    6  1 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  ! 


COUNTY  OF 


Jj'OCTE   YEAB3  I 


)  Lady-Day,  1899. 


Other  Expert 


I  i 


1897 
1898 
1899 


279  1 

2781  17 


£  s.  d. 

1  16  8 

1  13  10 

1  8 

1  0  2 


Total  for  4  years 
Total  tor  the  County  [ 


5  18  11 


2    0    0    7    5  5 


3    ■  >    0  Ml    (i  155  14    9526  17 


74   3  3  5  0 

65  13  4 

59  18  3 

103  12  11 


7,122  15    1  2    7 10,112  17  8  - 
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YORK  (North  Riding)— continued. 


j 

Four  Years  ended  Lady- Day,  1903. 

CMOoi. 

w  Total  Number  of  Primary 
'  Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of 
•    Ee- Vaccinations 

*-  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

»-  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
r  and  Re- Vaccination. 

Averatte  Cost  of  Vaccination 
*°  and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 

a; 

5. 

6 
> 

6. 

1 
1 

7. 

Legal  Proceedings. 

9. 

—  Miscellaneous 
®  Expenses. 

Total  Remunera- 
•w  tion  of  D.M.O.'s. 

—  Averaae  Cost  per 
Visit  of  D.M.O.  I 

! 

'1 

i2 
i3 

264; 
200 
181 
192 

1 

2(64 
201 
181 
192 

100  11  0 
69   2  0 
76  19  1 
78  19  9 

£   s.  d. 
30  17  4 
46   4  0 
52  13  1 
44  2  10 

1  16  9 

1  14  10 

2  1  5 
1  18  0 

£  s.  d. 
2   9  0 

7   0  0 
1  19  6 

£  s.  d. 

£  s.  d. 
7    6  2 

7  9  11 

8  3  3 
6  17  8 

£    a.  d. 
143    0  3 
124  10  9 
146  16  10 
133  17  9 

s.  d. 

10  10 

12  5 
16  3 

13  11 

£   s.  d. 
85    0  0 
70   0  0 

42  11  3 

a.  d. 
2  9 
2  9 

0  9 

WHITBY. 

837: 

1 

838 

325  11  10 

173  17  3 

7  11  0 

11    8  61 

29  17  0 

548    5  7 

13  1 

197  11  3 

1  9 

23,226 

1,183 

24,409 

8,770  19  11 

2,883  18  7 

28  14  0 

16  18  2 

1   0  0 

539  10  1 

12,241  0  9 

10   0  9,875  18  0  - 

1  1 

169 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES 


COUNTY   OF  p 

The  Column  headed  "  Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O.'s  "  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  officers.    The  j* 

Unions  the  information  was  not  complete  : — Beadfoed,  Beamley,  P 


UNION. 

1. 

Four  Yeaes  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

1  i 

s  > 
3. 

Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

,_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f  and  Re-Vaccination. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f°  and  Re- Vaccination  pei  head. 

Where  tbe 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 
CM 

5. 

'OA  * 

I5 

1 
Ph 

7. 

1 

8 
$ 

8. 

9. 

Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

*  * 

Id 

1  § 

13. 

S 

14. 

BARNSLEY. 

Area,  34,857  acres. 
Pop.,  113,518. 

Total  for  4  years 
BIERLEY,  NORTH. 

Area,  30,505  acres. 
Pop.,  129,067. 

Total  for  4  years 

BRADFORD. 

Area,,  10,802  acres. 
Pop.,  228,625. 

Total  for  4  years 
BRAMLEY. 

Area,  7,608  acres. 
Pop.,  79,700. 

Total  for  4  years 

DEWSBURY. 

Area,  25,564  acres. 
Pop.,  167,643. 

Total  for  4  years 
D0HCASTER. 

Area,  112,734  acres. 
Pop.,  83,832. 

Total  for  4  years 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1890 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1890 
1897 
L898 
1899 

1,750 
1,667 
1,527 
1,469 

3 
4 
1 
13 

1,753 
1,671 
1,528 
1,482 

£   s.  d 
170    0  0 
166    0  0 
135    0  0 
127    0  0 

£    s.  d 

82  0  0 
85    0  0 

83  0  0 
77    0  0 

£   s.  d 

£    s.  d 

25  0  C 

26  0  C 
30    0  0 
30    0  0 

£    s.  d 
67    0  C 
66    0  C 
63   0  C 
58    0  C 

£    s.  d 
344    0  C 
343    0  C 
311    0  C 
292    0  C 

s.  d 

3  11 

4  1 
4  1 
3  11 

£    s.  d 
306    0  I 
315    0  ( 
345    0  | 
372    0  ( 

6,413 

21 

6,434 

598    0  0 

327    0  0 

- 

111    0  0 

254    0  C 

1,290    0  C 

4  C 

1,338   0  C 

832 
979 
772 
701 

1 

5 
2 

833 
984 
774 
701 

66  15  0 
79    3  10 
61    2  6 

55    5  0 

158  18  6 
162  17  0 
156    3  4 
135    4  4 

19    6  0 
15    2  7 
13    8  5 
10    3  5 

8  16  6 
7    5  0 

- 
- 

7  16  0 
7    1  11 
5  13  11 

244  19  6 
273  15  11 

245  1  2 
206    6  8 

5  11 

5  7 

6  4 
5  11 

451    3  ( 
450  19  ( 
443    5  1C 
465  18  C 

0  1 
0  1 
0  1 

1 

3,284 

8 

3,292 

262    6  4 

613    3  2 

58    0  5 

16    1  6 

20  11  10 

970    3  3 

5  11 

1,811    6  4 

0  1 

1,396 
1,506 
1,133 
742 

33 
28 
11 

28 

1,429 
1,534 
1,144 
770 

106    7  0 
113  17  0 
85  10  6 
57    1  0 

157    3  8 
175  19  7 
133    0  1 
95   4  9 

- 
- 

102    0  11 
100    4  7 
121    9  4 
100    3  3 

56    7  6 
52  13  6 
52  15  4 
52  15  2 

421  19  1 
442  14  8 
392  15  3 
305    4  2 

5  11 

5  9 

6  10 

7  11 

93  10  ( 
96  IS  If 

96    2  4 
92  15  | 

V 

4,777 

100 

4,877 

362  15  6 

561    8  1 

423  18  1 

214  11  6 

1,562  13  2 

6    5  379    6  9 

•2 

420 
403 
439 
363 

1 

1 
10 

421 
403 
440 
373 

32  5  0 
30  17  6 

33  7  6 
80  12  0 

48    4  0 
48    4  0 
48    4  1 
71  16  3 

5    9  6 

11    0  0 
11    0  0 
11    0  0 
11    0  0 

29  18  8 
38    6  7 
44   7  0 
31  18  7 

126  17  2 
128    8  1 
136  18  7 
195    6  10 

6  0 
6  4 
6  3 
10  6 

47    5  6 
44    1  0 
113  16  0 

201    3  0 

| 
0 

1,625 

1,637 

177    2  0 

216    8  4 

- 

5   9  6 

44    0  0 

144  10  10 

587  10  8 

7  2 

406    5  6 

1 

800 
593 
580 
329 

12 

2 
3 
5 

812 

595 
583 
334 

62  12  6 
46  18  0 
45  15  0 
26    3  6 

56    8  0 
48    6  9 
44  12  6 
52    0  0 

24  10  3 
24    4  2 
24    4  9 
24    1  5 

- 

13    3  8 
6    8  2 
6  14  0 
5  13  0 

62  16  9 

63  5  9 
66  10  5 
62  19  1 

219  11  2 
189    2  10 
187  16  8 
170  17  0 

5  5 

6  4 
6  5 

10  3 

441    5  0 
433  17  6 
433  12  6 
430    5  0 

1 
1 

: 

2,302 

2,324 

181    9  0 

201    7  3 

97    0  7 

31  18  10 

255  12  0 

767    7  8 

6  7 

1,739  0  0 

1 

1890 
1897 

898 
899 

803 
816 
660 
993 

1 

3 

15 
1 

804 
819 
675 
994 

91  17  8 
90  12  8 
73    1  8 
249  11  10 

60    0  0 
60    0  0 
48  19  3 
69    1  3 

2    0  0 
5  10  0 
12  13  10 
15    4  6 

35    0  0 
34  19  0 
37  13  0 

188  17  8 
191    1  8 
172    7  9 
372  15  1 

4  8 

4  8 

5  1 
7  6 

172  14  0 
161    5  6 
178    3  10 
176  14  0 

3 

3,272 

20 

3,292 

505    3  10 

238    0  6 

35    8  4 

146    9  6 

925    2  2 

5  7 

688  17  4 

i  j 

353 


■YORK  (West  Riding). 


_jnoration  is  only  shown  in  those  cases  where  information  as  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the  D.M.O.  has  been  given.  In  the  folloi 
ewsbury,  Halifax,  Saddleworth,  Settle,  Skipton  and  Wetherby. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


5  § 

HP3 


Other  Expenses 


Where  the 
Publio 

also  D.M.O. 


563    0  0 
608  0 
685    0  0 


264  0  0 
273    0  0 


7  170.! 


1,590 
1,681 


1,846 
1,843 
1,593 
2,450 


7,732 


1,946 
2,719 
2,437 
3,211 


1,136 
1,051 
1,161 


2,738 
1,347 
1,362 
1,874 


7,321 


1,742 
1,511 


222  2  11 
190    9  11 


413  18 
584  14 


675  11  0 

889    8  0 

794  10  6 

1,207  13  6 


273  8  8 
255  3  4 
312   9  10 


3,567    3  0 


107  3  0 

103  16  7 

103  11 

112  5  8 


426  16  6 


1,013  11  10 
614  16 
631  13  11 


192  2  2 
124  19 


112  0 

58  0 
66  0 


0    0  9 
0    0  8  5 


£  s.  d. 

356  0  0 

378  0  0 

392  0  0 

409  0 


3,768    0    0,  9    61,535  0  0 


6  13  0 
3  3  0 
8    6  6 


0  16 
0  19  10 


679  19 
661  10 


3    4    5  2,725  15  2 


26  0  0 
12    1  6 


6  11  II 
9  17 
10  17 


671  14  2 
617  4  10 
663  19 


183  17  8 
183  18  11 


71  18 
70  13 


33  10 
30  16  5 


60  11 

59  17  10 

61  16  10 
57    5  10 


239  11  11 


38  12 
44  0 
61    8  11 


966    2  4 

1,260  14  8 

1,132    9  0 

1,588  13  0 


4,947  19    0i  8    01,751  0  10 


506  15 
500  19 
527  18 


2,201  17    7  7  6 


834  13  2 
910  13 


451  8  11 
443  16  11 


388  16 
435  1 


137  10 
186  15 


424  10 
444  10  0 
473  10  0 
461  17 


1,804  7  6 


178  12  6 
175  1 


9    Si  707  14  0 


BIERLEY.  NORTH. 


BRAMLEY. 


D0NCASTER. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  OX  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  '. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


COUNTY  OP 


Other  Expenses. 


Public 
Vaccinat6ris 
also  D.M.O. 


°  I 


W 


ECCLE8ALL 

BIERLOW 

Area  23,135  acres. 
Pop.  179,676. 


1897 
1898 


Total  for  4  years 


Area  41,823  acres. 
Pop.  25,486. 


1897 
1898 
1899 


142  14 
150  14 
146  19  1 


28  14 
25  16  0 
16  11  0 


£  s.  d. 

317  13  6 

283  19  6 

258  14  11 

175  7 


14    8    0220   4  2 


11  9  9 

12  2  4 


Total  for  4  years 


1,035  15  2  7  0 

110  13  6  6 

79    2  1  5  0 

75    1  9  7  3 

90    4  10  4  7 

355    2  2.  5 


237  0 

227  10  0|  1 

239  12  0  0 

236  10  0  0 

940  12  0  0 


201  16  11  3 
204   2   9  I 


Area  52,720  acresi: 
Pop.  195,136. 


1896 
1897 


Total  for  4  years 


5  0  0 
4  14 


7  15 
9  19  0 
48  19 


2  10 
13  16 


i  81  13 
i  66  12 
.  80  14 
89  18 


108  15  3  33  0 

91  5 

99    8  427  7 

267  10  11  15  10 

566  19    9  21    0  5 


56  10    6!  1  | 
51  11   0  1 
53  10    0  1 


HEMSW0RTH. 

Area  34,750  acres. 
Pop.  23,379. 

Total  for  4  years 


15  0  0 
15  0 


2  12 
2  12 
2  12 


t  15  10 
t    1  10 


139  15  0  0 

I  14  0  0 

107  o  o  o  |: 

118  1(3  6  ( 

454  5 


Area  2,579  a* 
Pop.  33,585. 

Total  for  4  years 

HTJDDERSFIELD. 

Area  71,611  acres. 
Pop.  166,646. 

Total  for  4  years 


1897 
1898 
1899 


1,530 
1,343 
1,507 
1,230 

5,610 


1,535 
1,345 


13  14  0 
13  16 
9  19  0 


138  13  0 
116  10  0 


23  18 
22  10 

24  12 


2  10 
2  10  0 
2  10 
2  10  0 

10    0  0 


17  17 
17  17 


54  7  10  1 

55  18 
61  14 
53  12  11 

6    7    225  13 


52   2    9    270    1  11 


.  62  15    5    333  15 


25  3  0  I  h  J 

26  15 

23    1  0  0^  i;o| 

28    4  0  1  j  6; 


1  I 


66  17    6222    7    9  1,180    1  1 


APPENDIX. 


lORK    ("West  Riding)— continued. 


Four  Yeaes  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


31 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


1,235 
1,312 

2,052 


1,686 
1,731 
1,632 
1,877 

6,926 


781  16  6 
1,049  9 


604  18 
566    5  10 


218  8  0 
233  17  0 


547  6  0 

567  19  6 

589  9  0 

679  5  6 


283  14  3| 

284  15  8| 


£  s.  d, 
3    1  6 


£   s.  d. 

57  15  £ 

73  12  0 

76  6  9 
80  13 


1,036  4  524  11 
1,142  14  218 


1,456  17    9  11  3 


£  s.  d 
225  10  0 


227  10  0 
229  11 


7  6 


4,785    8    7  16    0  912    1  0 


ECCLESALL 
BIERLOW 


50  8  1 

51  16  5 
36  11  8 
51    8  5 


190   4  7 


46  15 
52  19  0 
57  2 
69  10  n 


226    7  11 


70    4  4 

64    9  0 

59    5  4 

68  12  9 


262  11  5 


169  7  7 
205  13  1 


2  10  0 

2  10  0 

2  10  0 

2  10  0 


10    0  0 


4  13  10 

3  17  4 

3  13  8 

3  19  7 

16  4  5 


7  17 
11  11 


192  19  2 
216  3  11 
216  11  4 


64  11 

69    3  9 


777  13 
729  13  6 
605  14 
967  13 


10  10  8 
12  0  6 
15  13 


204  2 
179  16  0 
187  18 


275  14  010  0 

300    6  610  1 

307    5  0  8  3 

346    8  4 


10  9  4 


16  9  10 
15  11 

15  15 


224  12 
230  13 
288  16 


63    8    5    983    9  10 


57  14  9 
60  12  10 
52  15 


779  2  2 

838  2  9 

819  2  3 

940  9  11 


112  10  0 

113  10 


HEMS  WORTH'. 


24    3    0  1  7 


HUDDERSFIELD. 


35C 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OP 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


°  I 

2S 


Where  the 
Publio 
Vaccinator  ia 
also  D.M.O. 


Area  12,120>cres. 
Pop.  83,002. 


Total  for  4  years 


Area  36.805  acres. 
Pop.  77,463. 

Total  for  4  years 
KNARESB0R0UGH. 

Area  41,249  acres 
Pop.  40,504 

Total  for  4  years 


Area  13,961  acres. 
Pop.  254,536. 

Total  for  4  years 
OUSEBTJRN,  GREAT. 

Area  45,970  acres. 
Pop.  9,574. 


PATELEY  BRIDGE. 

Area  75,072  acre,?. 
Pop.  8,040. 

Total  for  4  vears 


44  15 
51  18  0 


1  8  6 
1  10  0 

28  18  0 


37  0  0 

22  0  0 

18  0  0 

48  0 


125    0  0 


7,^47 


26  0 
29    0  0 


20  14  0 

23    8  0 


9    1  9 

8    2  3 


17  0  0 

15  0 

13  0  0 

13  0 


0  0 


9  0  0 
10  0  0 
7    0  0 


£  s.  d. 

2  10  0 

2  0 

2  0  0 

2  10 


9    0  0 


0  0 
0  0 


3  0  0 

4  0    0  1    0  0 

I 

5  0    0,  - 
5    0    0  11    0  0 


£  s.  d. 
100    6  6 


0  15  0 
0  15  0 
0  15 
0  11 


0  10 
2  14  11 


7  11 

10  16  212  0 
13    6    214  9 

83  17    8|  5  6 


2  16  3 


120    5    3  6    5  512  0 


47  0 
45  10 


54  0  0102  0  0 

54  0  0102  0  0 

54  0  0101  0  0 

45  0  0  106  0  0 


17    0   0  12   0   0  207    0    0  411    0   0  2,134    0  0 


5    9  3,397  0  0 


2  0 
0  0 

3  0    o|     48  0 

4  0    Oj     38    0  0 

15    0    o|    178    0  0 


0  1  2 
0  11  5 


3  18  10 
3  3 
3  14 


41    8  10  7 

37    7    4j  7 

40  13  11  7 

21  15  10  3 

141    5  11  6  0 


0   0  2  h 


96  0  0 
94  0 


1  Ml 


'  '5  3,'JI 
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[STORK  (West  Riding)— continued. 


Four  Yeabs  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Other  Expenses. 


Where  the 
Pubho 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


ll 


117  16 
122  14 


1  5  0 
0  10  0 


430  0 
423  1 
477  12  1 

592    2  3 

1,922  15  11 


d.  s. 


;  19 


1  11 

9  62 
0    0  2  0 
0    0  2 


1 


61  13  2 

55    8  6 


212  7  912  5 
187    7    011  7 


252    1    210  5 


KEIGHLEY. 


137  0    Oj  1 

138  0  0  1 
138    0    0  1 


541    0    0  1  5 


157  0 
159  0 


65  0  0| 
62  0  0 
67    0  0 


4  0  0 
4  0  0 
4   0  0 


216  0  010  6 

228  0  011  5 

233  0  0  8 

345  0  010 


KN  ARESB0R0UGH . 


244  0  0  2  7 
235  0  0  2 
242  0  Oj  2 

245  0  0  2 


2,807 
2,966 
3,147 
3,905 


2,827 
3,000 


1,552 
3,789 


990  0  0 

1,001  0  0 

1,269  0  0 

1,678  0  0 


0   0    3    0  0 


1  0  0 

2  0  0 


102  0  0 
102   0  0 


1,415  0  010 

1,415  0  0  9 

1,699  0  0  7 

2,136  0  0  5 


871    0    0  18 


3  4,938    0    0  1 


0    0  7    4  3,421  0    0  1  7 


54  0 
54  0 
110    0  0 


0TJSEBITRN,  GREAT. 


0    0      79    0    0  8    1    91  0  0  3  0 

3    0    0      69    0   0  8    5    93  0  0  2 

■  I 

0    0      69    0    0  8    7  100  0  Oj  1  10 

126    0    oj  7    0  104  0  o|  3 

343    0    o|  7  101  388  0  oj  2  6 


72  18 
74  17 


32  18  10 

31  17  8 
34  14 

32  3  11 


0  3  2 
0    1  9 


3  19  11 
2  18  10 


108  6  314 
107  18  212 
113  11 


PATELEY  BRIDGE. 


10  10 

6  8 


87  10    0  1 

88  12    6  1 


131  14  11 


1     420  13  11  10    5  360    5    0.  1  1 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Four  Years  ended  Lady- Day,  1 


Other  Expenses. 


sg. 


Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


Area  35,109  ai 
Pop.  17,428. 


Total  f oi  4  years 

PONTEFRACT. 


Area  54,103  a 
Pop.  70,258. 


Total  for  4  years 


Area  68,607  acres. 
Pop.  15,529. 

Total  i  oi  4  years 
ROTHERHAM. 

Area  50,160  acres. 
Pop.  111,604. 

Total  for  4  years 

SADDliEWORTH. 

Area  18,483  acres. 
Pop.  17.018. 


SEDBERGH. 

Area  52,675  acres. 
Pop.  3,935. 

Total  for  4  years 


825      86  15  6 


62  14 
73  16 


27  0 
29    0  0 


137  10 
l,104j  107  18 
928,     91  10  10 


1  13 
0  19 

5  18 


10  10  6 

11  11 


173  6 
161  9 
134  17 
122  12 


1  10  0 
1    1  0 


4  13 
3  16 


19    3  5 

119  7 

15  5 

16  17  0 


62  15  6 


1  10  10 
13  0 


£  s.  d. 

7  11  6 

3  6  6 
5  8 

4  4  6 


3.  d.      £  s.  d.  1 


18  13 
17  15  0 


20  11  0 


252    0    6j  6    1  316  17    4  2  2 


3  15 
3  15  0 


101  9 
112  11 
114  1 

109  19  0| 


7 1  207  12 
4  214  15 
0  217  15 
0^  210  11 


438    1    3|  2    2  850  15   0  0  11 


5  0  0 

6  0  0 
6    0  0 


16  17  6 

10    0  0 

12  14  0 

12  14  0 


52    5  6 


1  10  6 
0  18  0 


3  5  0  1  13 
3  15  0  15 
3  15   0    0  19  10 


13  15    0    5    7  1 


57  0 
60    0  0 


346  17  8 
290  17 
254    7  10 


4  8,  151  0  0  1 

4  10!  142  0  0'  1 

5  8j  149  0  0(  1 
3  8  147  0  0  1 


4    8  i 


0  0  : 


11  0  1010  6 

12  10  920  11 
20  13    0  9 


19  7  10  i 
24  18 


609  9  0 
612  5 


40  12  0 

39    1  0 

37    2  0 

35    0  0 

151  15  0 


STORK  (West  Riding)  -  continued. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


1" 

1 

£ 1 

11 

2. 

i'i 

13  > 
3. 

*■  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
*"*  and  Re- Vaccination. 

ll 

I  i 
|§ 

|1 
ll 
41 

12. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

> 
Pi 
5. 

d 

> 

6. 

I 

CM 

7. 

P°  Legal  Proceedings. 

1 
9. 

If 

1  § 
il 

10. 

_  Total  Rem  unera- 
se tion  of  D.M.O. 's. 

5° 

^  - 

14. 

257 
283 
321 
314 

133  390 
3  286 
5  326 

160  474 

£    s.  d. 
164   9  0 
127    5  0 
144  19  0 
184   9  6 

£    s.  d.    £    s.  d. 
40  17    3    0  19  2 
39  16    1    0  14  7 
43    I    4    0  15  10 
42  18    6|    1    4  3 

£    s.  d. 

£   s.  d. 
- 

£    s.  d. 
11  15  9 

6    0  3 
11    7  0 
24  15  3 

£    s.  d. 
218    1  2 
173  15  11 
200    3  2 
253    7  6 

s.  d. 

11  2 

12  2 
12  3 
10  8 

£    s.  d. 
79  17  6 
78  17  6 

84  17  6 

s.  d. 
2  1 
2  4 
2  1 
2  2 

301  j  1,476 

621    2  6 

1  1 
166  13    2    3  13  10 

53  18  3 

845    7    911  5 

1 

321  17  6 

2  2 

1,393 
1,526 
1,564 
1,622 

17 
5 
80 
103 

1.410 
1,531 
1,644 
1,725 

438    6  0 
468  14  6 
489  15  6 
527  14  6 

103    7  4 
127  19  3 
119    5  0 
117  14  8 

541  13    4  7  8 
596  13    9!  7  10 
609    0    6  7  5 
645    9    2  7  6 

215  12  6 
208  18  3 

219  18  6 

0  11 

0  11 

1  1 
1  0 

205 

6,310 

1,924  10  6 

468    6  3 

2,392  16    9|  7  7 

861  10  9 

1  0 

226 
223 
216 

1 

92 
16 

263 
226 
315 
232 

112    0  0 
104   0  0 
81    0  0 
102    0  0 

45    0  oj 
32   0  0, 

31  0  0 

32  0  0 

5    0  0 
5   0  0 
5   0  0 
5   0  0 

162    0    0^2  4 
141    0    012  6 
117    0    oj  7  5 
139    0    012  0 

140   0  0 
140    0  0 

152    0  0 

1  6 
1  7 
1  4 
1  4 

|  1 
109    1,036    399    0  0 

140   0  0, 

1  1 

1  1 
20    0    Oj    559    0   0j  10  9 

580    0  0 

_ 

1,543 
1,658 
1,952 
2,486 

252 

335 
1,471 

1,795 
1,658 
2,287 
3,957 

954  11  6 
931    7  6 
1,041    9  6 
1,358  11  8 

389  11    3  17  10  10 
375    0    5  15    1  9 
416  11    4  14  18  1 
484  11    7  10    0  4 

1,361  13    7  15  2 
1,321    9    815  10 
1,472  18  11  12  11 

1,853    3    7,|  9  4 

600  16  0 
591  15  5 

575    5  6 

1  3 
1  3 

2,058 

9,697 

4,286   0  2 

1,665  14    7  57  11  0 

I 

6,009    5    912  5 

2,34215  5 

134 

203 
129 

2 
2 
8 
4 

400 
136 
211 
133 

153    4  10 
49    3  6 
72    7  0 
46    1  6 

28    4  0 
21    9  9 
15  19  9 
17  11  6 

2  10  6 
2    0  3 
1    1  9 
1    1  3 

3  16 

5  12  1 

5    3  5 
5    2  4 
5    8  7 

189  11  5 
80  18  5 
94  10  10 
70    2  10 

11  11 

9  0 
10  7 

9  11 

16 

880 

320  16  10 

83    5  0 

6  13  9 

3  16 

21    6  5 

435    3  6 

77 
66 
83 
70 

1 

56 
7 

78 
66 
139 
77 

20  9  0 
12    8  6 
15    6  6 

21  12  6 

7  16  6 
5  11  0 

8  2  0 
7  16  6 

0    5  0 

1    1  4 
1    4  1 
1    0  1 

1    3  5 

29  11  10  7  7 
19    3    7j  5  10 
24    8    7j  3  6 

30  12    5  7  11 

35    0  0 

35  0  0 

36  11  0 
36    1  0 

2  4 
2  8 
2  4 

_i_c 

2  4 

296 

64 

360 

69  16  6 

29    6  0 

0    5  0 

4    8  11 

103  16    5  5  9 

142  12  0 

I0NTEFRACT. 


BLPW 


R0THERFAM. 


SADDLEW0RTH. 


SEDBERGH. 


"3  GO 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


Fofjb  Years  Sxdjsd  Lady-Day,  1899. 


Other  Expenses. 


COUNTY  OP 


Where  the 
Publio 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


:1 


_  o 


Area,  56,362  acres. 
Pop.,  16,708. 

Total  for  4  years 

SETTLE. 

Area,  152,009  acres. 
Pop.,  14,319. 

Total  for  4  years 
SHEFFIELD. 


Area,  12,S26  ac 
Pop.,  246,146. 


1897 
1898 
1899 


2,655 
2,447^ 
2,179 


31  11 

26  17 


19  7  10 
19  11 


4   0      19    6  0 


1,095    113    3    0      77  18  3 


Total  for  4  years 


3,040 
2,672 
2,464 
2,202 

;  10,378 


218  19  9 
211  10 


11  18 

12  11 

13  16  0 
15  18  10 

54    5  1 


6  9  1 
5  19  10 


3  15 

3  15  0 

3  18  0 

3  18 

15    6    0  ! 


7  15    0    6  17  11 

2    0    0    4  5 

15  5 

9  10    0    5  16 


19    5   0  : 


58  19    0110    0  6 


4    3  526    6    6  1  2 


65  0  11 
48    9  6 


4  11 

6  0 


5  9 


657  6 
613  17 
597  17    9  < 


5    0   020  0 


>  0  9 


235  16    0439  16    0  2 


Area,  159,262  acres. 
Pop.,  45,261. 


1896 
1897 


Total  for  4  years 


28  18  0 
20  10 
18  11 
36  10 

104    9  0 


4  17 

27  12   9]    7  9 

30  12    8    5  18 

25    0   9{    7  15 

111    9    2'  26  0  0 


99    7  010 

99    9  914 

93  17  712 
112  10 


24  14    0138  12  7 


Area,  72,827  acres. 
Pop.,  29,507. 


1896 
1897 


Totai  for  4  years 


42    0    6      26   0  0 
54  11    c'     31  1 
53    0    6,     25  1 


212  15    6    109  12  4 


11  10  0 
7  10  0 
13  10  0 


15  0 

16  11 
11  18 


0  6 
155  15  0 


Area,  69,566  acres. 
Pop.,  15,722. 


1897 
1898 
1899 


24  17 
21  15 


10  5 
14  18  6 


14  0 
14    0  0 
14  0 


56  13 

61  11  10  i 

64  10 


Total  for  4  years 


807      96  16 


ORK  (West  Riding)— continued. 


Four  Yeabs  ended  Lady- Day,  1903. 


Other  Expenses 


04 


jl 

gas 


Where  the 
Public 
Vacciuator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


is 


87  15  0 
98  15 
85  17 


114  13    9,  7  10 


6    5    5    128  4 


119  12  6 
118  15 


20  16  9 
22  13 


113    0  10  7 

123    4    l!  8  0 


0  10 
0  1C 
0  11 


1    6    8  6[ 

I  25  14    9    479    3    lj  7  11 


139    7    0  33 
81  17 
221  14 


I  7  6 
!  12  0 


3,649 
3,597 
3,905 


3,698 
3,787 


1,484  2  4 

1.498  3  0 

1,402  1 

1,526  15  6 

5  5,912  0  6  2 


589  15 

588  8  10 

589  18  1 
641    4  11 


0  19  2 
0  16  11 
0  18  8 


5  18  2 
7  13  11 
5  10  11 


23 


4  10  73    8    9  16  6 

5  11  11  179    1  4 

6  10    3  121  13  11  9  10 

5  18    3  265    5    0  7 


5    0    020  0 


41 


9    0,  f 


2  12 
9  14 

3  9  0 


26    5   2  16  16  6 


112  11  0  2,193    7  11  11  10 

113  11  10  2,210  10  11 
112  13  8  2,120  16  41 
116  18  4  2,295    9  11  10  1 

455  14  10  8,820    4    311  1 


468  5  7  1  0 
427  10  0  1  2 
397  3  6  13 
541    0    4j  1  5 

I 

1,833  19  5  1  2 


248  6  11 
186  11 


119  4  11 
101  19 


6  18  11 
0  15 


308  12    415  7,  243  0  4 

0    0    5    Oj  17    7    6    379  13  11  15  6  226  14  7, 

20  12    6       -       |  21  12    9'    332    1    5  6  lj  294  II  8 

12  19    0       -       I  20    0    lj    580    8    012  2  280  16  8( 


10,    428  16  0 


254  11  0  59  0  5 

206    1  0  56  2  2 

254  10  6  58  12  10 

325  17  6|  55  13  9 

I  1,041    0  0]  229  9  2I 


0  11 

7    6    0  15    0!  76    3    6  1,600  15    810  11  1,045  3    3'  1  1 


I 


313  11    511    2  162    0  0 
262  15    811    0  149  17 
410    3  153  8 
6  150  12 


101  15  0 
149  14 

96  13  0 


36  8  6 
26  17  11 
35  6  8 
32  14  6 

131    7  7 


2    8    0,1,272  17  2 


104  13 
134  12  11 1 


9  7 


615  18  10  3  1 


191    0    811  11 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  f 


COUNTY   OF  ^ 


WAKEFIELD. 

Area  41,732  acres. 
Pop.  112,365. 

Total  for  4  years 
WETHERBY. 

Area  65,801  acres. 
Pop.  15,343. 

Total  for  4  years 

WHARFEDALE. 

Area  71,045  acres. 
Pop.  57.478. 

Total  for  4  years 


Area  56,222  acres. 
Pop.  36,231. 


Total  for  4  years 
Total  for  the  County 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


II 


6,648 


1,906  3  1,« 

1,536  lOj  1,546 
1,657 

1,549  11  1,560 


6,1)77 


184  19  0 

149  15  0 

161  16  6 

344  16  6 


49  10  8 
101    9  11 


841    7    0    248  10 


2,230    235  18  6 


83,091      676  83,767 


Other  Expenses. 


5  15 
4    4  11 


122    4    0  197  17  5 


4    3  11 
3  10 
3  14  10 


7,513  10  0418 


6  16  6 
6  10  0 


I  8. 


49  11 

49    8  4 


20  19 
0  19  18 
22  13 
22  0 


18  10 
37  18  10 


0  43  14    01,862  9  63761  10  1022,085  0  6 

I  I 


323    7    4  3  5 
282    9  7 
292  4 


60  0  0 

51  0  0 

53  0 

112  0  0 


Where  the 
Publio 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.0. 


278  10 
281  3 
294  5 


8.  d. 

0  0  '  2>36 

1  op 

1  2^' 

0  U  9,06 


126  10 
113  12 
113  18  8 


167  4 

186  17  9 

171    0  10 

166    1  I 


4  4 


105  15  0 
103  19  6 


5    3  27,875  18  1 


'OJJK   (West   Riding)— continued. 


Four  Yeabs  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  DM.O. 


11 


CI  2,361 

C  2,141 

d  2,188 

i  2,374 


)  2,421 

V  2,159 

3  2,770 

)  3,514 

>  10, 8( 


£     s.  d. 

974  10  0 

813    0  10 
901  12 
1,041  17 

:  3,731    0  4 


£     s.  d. 


s.  d. 


WAKEFIELD. 


286  15  11 
211  16 

232  19    ej    4  13 


964  16    6,  16  17  9 


49  15 

50  19 

51  13 


1,315  19  410  10  : 
1,079 

1,190  18  10  I 

1,337  5  2  7 

3  4,923    4    sj  9  11 


50  0 

174    0   o!     39  0 

284    0    oj     37  0 

222   0   Oj     42  0  0 


0  17 
0  18  11 


294    6  7il5 
218    6    116  1 


269  18  1113  2 


WHAREEDALE. 


119    6  6  69  14 

157  14  0  76  16  lo] 

115  19  0  72  3  6 

188    4  6  76  18  7 

581    4  o!  295  12  111 


17  15    3  209    5    911  8 

4  10  254  15 

7    6  209  10  0 

19  14    3  284  17 

79    1  lo'  958    8  9 


107  8  8 
91  10  51 
93    2  2 

101  15  lo'    0    1  11 


4    2    0    6   0  0 


28  10 
22  17 


9  0  170  12  11 
6  11!  166  13 


212  9  3  i 
260  17 


i  17    1    0    1  11 


6    0    0116    0    6  1,153  13    6  I 


1  25,605166,626  56,999  6    917,894  18  10229  13    8  158    5    0  13  18    1  3,710  1  4  79,006  : 


:  9    6  29,975  7  11 


364 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES 


COUNTY  OF 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


1  § 
J* 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


28  0 

24  0  0 

32  0 

28  0  0 


3  0  0  54  0  0 

2  0  o[  45  0  0 

2  0  o'  55  0  0 

3  0  0  49  0  0 


112    0  0 


2    0   0  10    0    0  20J 


278      34   0  0 


18  0  0 

19  0 

27    0  0 


1,267    129   0  0 


241    0   0    170   0  0 


3  4  114    0    0  2  6 

4  3  110  0  0  2  6 
3    5  204    0   O!  1  11 


3  10  531    0   0  2  3 


64    0    0  4 
55    0    0  3  11 


61    0   0  2  11 


232   0    0  3  8 


'•  ANGLESEY  UNION  —  During  the  years  1896,  1897,  and  1898  the  Amlwch  District  included  the  area  no%v  comprised  by  the  Llanfecliell  District 
Information  has  not  been  supplied  as  to  the  number  of  visits  paid  by  the  Medical  Officer  for  the  combined  District  during  those  years  and  the 
Officer's  remuneration  for  that  pericd  has  consequently  been  omitted. 
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Anglesey. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


,  85  0 
128  0 


21  0 

21    0  o| 


3  0  0  156  0  0 
3    0   0!  113 

2    0    0:  192 


11    0   0    569    0  0 


220  0  0 
230  0 
222  0  0 

221  0  0 


3    0    0    803    0   0  7    l;  893  0 


14    0    0  1,372    0    0  7    31,717  0  0 


Si 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  P.M.O. 


8  0  206  0  0 

9  6  208  i 
4    5  198  0  0 
9  11  212  0  0 


824    0    0  1  10 


HOLYHEAD. 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Foue  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


Total  Number  of  Primary 
Vaccinations. 

w  Total  Number  of 
"  Re-Vaccinations. 

if"  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f  and  Re-Vaccination. 

Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
!°  and  Re- Vaccination  per  head. 

Public"16 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.0. 

> 
5. 

q 
6. 

7. 

?°  Legal  Proceedings. 

d 
9. 

1-  Miscellaneous 
®  Expenses. 

|q 

ll 

13. 

s 

-c 

»S 

a-* 

n 
<> 

14. 

272 
261 
285 
322 

120 

278 
381 
285 
322 

£    s.  d. 
65    1  2 
43    9  6 

£    s.  d. 
15    2  0 
14    3  3 

- 

- 

£    s.  d. 

£    s.  d. 
5    9  4 
5    8  2 
5  13  0 
5    8  3 

£  s.  a. 

52    3  4 
85  11  4 
70    3  0 
63    1  0 

s.  d. 

3  9 

4  6 
4  11 
3  11 

L\\ 

180   0  0 
180   0  0 

5  3 
5  6 

1,140 

126 

1,266 

188    3  8 

60  16  3 

- 

21  18  9 

270  18  8 

720   0  0 

5  5 

146 
173 
148 
210 

1 

146 
173 
148 
211 

18    2  0 
33  18  6 

11    5  11 

10  18  6 

- 

6    0  0 
6    0  0 
6    0  0 

45    8  5 
35    7  11 
63  17  11 
50  17  0 

6  3 
4  1 
8  8 
4  10 

55    0  0 
55    0  0 

2  9 

2  sj 
2  5i 

677 

1 

678 

130  12  6 

40  18  9 

24    0  0 

195  11  3 

5  9 

220    0  0 

267 
471 
415 
400 

49 
79 
23 
18 

316 
550 
438 
418 

43    0  0 
49    0  0 

35    0  0 
30    0  0 

2    0  0 
2    0  0 
2   0  0 
2   0  0 

7    0  0 
7    0  0 
9    0  0 
10    0  0 

65    0  0 
87    0  0 
77    0  0 
91    0  0 

4  1 
3  2 
3  6 
•4  4 

97    0  0 
94   0  0 

2  1( 
2  11 

2  ',' 

1,553 

169 

1,722 

160   0  0 

119    0  0 

S    0   0  33    0  0 

320    0  0 

3  9 

382    0  0 

r 

2 11 

152 
IK 
lkc 
15E 

57 

210 
116 
115 

155 

12    1  C 
19  12  0 
11  19  0 
110  6 

14  5  8 

15  6  7 
15  10  8 
12  10  5 

5  10  0 
5  10  0 
5  10  0 

1    9    0  0 

0  12  5 

0  19  2 

1  16  10 

32   9  1 
41    7  9 
34  16  6 
32  10  11 

3  1 

6  1 

4  2 

211  11  0 

186  14  0 
171    9  0 

189    3  6 

7  , 

6 

5  '! 

6  i 

53J 

59C 

54  12  6 

57  13  4 

25  10  0 

3    8  5 

141    4  3 

4  9 

758  17  6 

6 

3,905 

35[ 

4,262 

533    8  8 

278    8  4 

57  10  0 

58    7  2 

927  14  2 

4  4 

2,080  17  6 

Area  192,397  acres. 
Pop.  15,632. 

Total  for  4  years 

BUILTH. 

Area  138,119  acres. 
Pop.  8,975. 

Total  for  4  years 

CRICKH0WEL. 

Area  53,646  acre 
Pop.  19,940. 


Area  88,925  acres. 
Pop.  9,392. 


18% 
1897 
18% 


Total  for  4  years 


Total  for  the  County 
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BRECKNOCK. 

Inuneration  is  only  shown  where  information  as  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the  D.M.O.  has  been  given.    In  the  Brecknock  Union 


Four  Yeaes  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 

UNION. 

^  Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of 
•  Re-Vaccinations. 

*-  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f  and  Re-Vaccination. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
S°  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

o.  P.V. 

d 
> 

6. 

1 

go  Legal  Proceedings. 

_  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

IS 

13. 

~ZZ  Average  Cost  per 
f  Visit  of  D.M.O. 

321 
332 
3-31 
307 

3 

85 
663 

321 
335 
436 
970 

£   s.  d. 
150  10  6 
171    2  0 
148  19  0 

260    6  6 

£    s.  d. 
33  19  10 
31  10  H 

29  17  6 

30  10  7 

- 

£    s.  d. 
5  12  8 
5    5  6 
5    2  2 
5    0  1 

£    s.  d. 
190    3  0 
207  18  5 
183  18  8 
295  17  2 

,  d. 

11  10 

12  5 
8  5 
6  1 

£    s.  d. 
270    0  0 
270    0  0 

270    0  0 

s.  d. 
6  0 
4  6 

4  7 

5  5 

BRECKNOCK. 
BUILTH. 
CRICKH0WEL. 
HAY. 

1,311 

751 

2,062 

730  18  0 

125  18  10 

21    0  5 

877  17  3 

8  6 

1,080  0  0 

5  1 

180 
171 
195 
142 

2  182 

2  173 
393  588 

3  145 

68  11  11 

100  1  6 

101  13  0 
130    6  0 

14  18  4 
12  15  6 
14  16  9 
12  10  7 

- 

: 

83  10    3  9  2 
112  17    013  1 
116    9    9  4  0 
148  16    720  6 

55    0  0 
55    0  0 

55    0  0 

2  5 

3  1 
3  6 

688 

400  1,088 

406  12  5 

55    1  2 

461  13  7 

8  6 

220    0  0 

2  10 

650 
586 
474 
335 

68 
47 
340 
92 

718 

633 
814 
427 

346    0  0 
332   0  0 
239    0  0 
462    0  0 

49    0  0 
49    0  0 
37    0  0 
39    0  0 

- 
- 

7  0  0 
9    0  0 

8  0  0 

9  0  0 

402    0  0 
390    0  0 
284    0  0 
510    0  0 

11  2 

12  4 
7  0 

23  11 

96  0  0 
94    0  0 

102    0  0 

97  0  0 

3  0 
3  4 
3  10 
3  8 

3  5 

2,045 

547 

2,592 

1,379    0  0 

174    0  0 

33    0  0 

1,586    0  0 

12  3 

389    0  0 

158 
142 
321 
134 

2 
17 
269 
34 

160 
159 
590 
168 

88  11  6 
82  18  6 
73    0  6 
207    3  0 

22  6  5 
19    2  3 
18    5  10 

23  11  8 

1  10  6 

0  13  6 

1  14  6 
1    0  4 

112    8  5 
102  14  3 
93    0  10 
231  15  0 

14  1 
12  11 

3  2 
27  7 

177  10  0 
179    0  0 
171  U  0 
171    0  0 

5  9 
5  7 

4  11 

5  2 

5  4 

755 

322 

urn 

451  13  6 

83    6  2 

1 

I      1  ' 

4  18  10 

539  18  6 

10    0  699    1  0 

4,799 

2,020 

6,819 

2,968    3  11 

! 

438    6  2 

| 

58  19    3  3,465    9  4 

! 

10    22,388  1  0 

10!). 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


a 

go 

1. 

2. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


ABERAYRON. 

Area,  65,710  acres. 
Pop.,  10,735. 

Total  for  4  years 

ABERYSTWYTH. 

Area,  131,350  acres. 
Pop.,  21,470. 

Total  for  4  years 

CARDIGAN. 

Area,  86,852  acres. 
Pop.,  15,165- 

Total  for  4  years 

LAMPETER. 

Area,  75,044  acres. 
Pop.,  9,245. 

Total  for  4  years 

TREGARON. 

Area,  121,545  acres. 
Pop.,  7,94o. 

Total  for  4  years 
TotaHor  the  County 


27  13  0 
27  15 


64  10  0 
53  19 


35  12  6 

29  8  0 

30  8  11 
24  8  6 


119  17  11 


20  0 
20   0  0 


19  16 
17  13 


3  12 
3  11  11 
3  13 


54  7  11 
48    7  10 


83  10 
80  10 


11  338    3  0 


10  14 
6    3  11 


102  3  4 
86  19  10 

78  12  6 


17    9    0  35    1  4 


4  8  141  10  0 

4  8  162  9 

4  5  166  15 

4  5  152    7  6 


4  tj 

4  til 


1  l  .i 

2  H  a  : 
2  !  t  ! 


15  3  3  1  2 
13  17  0  2  11 
1  19 


23  14 
30  10 


i  18  0 
)  0  0 
i  18  0 


10  0  0 
10  0  0 
10    0  0 


0  2  0 
0    2  0 


0  15  0 

0  15  o 

0  15  0 
0  15 


3    0  0 


62  5  1  4  11 

55  16  8  4  2 

57  1  11  4  o' 

45  4  1  2    7|  153  16   3}  9 


159  13  0  3  U  j 
164  13  el  3  Jj|l  3 
150    7    0  2  to1  3 


220    7    9  3  101  628  10 


3  2  If  j  1* 


9  0:  4 
I  15    0  4 


2  12  3 
2  11  0 


4  6  0 

4  0 

4  3  0 

4  5  0 


31  15  9 
43    7  0 


i  14  3 


'9  0  0  3  J  l: 
81  10   0  3  i  Jf 


0|3I  U 


APPENDIX. 


CARDIGAN. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Other  Expense 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


HPS 


1  a 


18  17 
25  16  0 


3  19  6 
2  15  9! 


101  18 
125  10 


ABERAYRON. 


82  0  0  : 
85  10 

91  0  0  : 


185  14 
141  12 


32  5  11 

25  17  9 

29  7  10 

29  6  10 


ABERYSTWYTH 


145  15 
150  11 


116  18  4 


36  19 

32  12  3 

26  15  4 

26    8  6 


175  14 
150  8 
152  14  11 


7  0 
11  9 


169  13  6  5 
166  14 

156    9  6  I 

191    2  0: 


122  15  10 


66  3  0 
57  IS  6 
146    9  0 


11  17  6 

9  3  9 
4  18  6 


1  10 

1  10  0 


2  12  6 
15  6  9 
2  17 


73  10  6 

74  0  0 
70  10 

79  3 


3  0 
3  4 


297    4  0: 


7  17  6 

6  8 

7  12  5 


72    8  6  7  10 

74    6  010  9 

61  14  3 

110    7  5!10  10 


37»> 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY   OP  c 


Year. 

Fopb  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

Total  Number  of  Primary 
50  Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of 
"  Re-Vaccinations. 

*■  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
!~  and  Re-Vaccination. 

•■c-s 

1  7 

u 

11 
12. 

s.  d. 
3  6 
3  10 
3  7 
5  7 

Where  the 
Publio 

Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O 

6. 

o 
7. 

po  Legal  Proceedings. 

1 
9. 

_  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses 

I 

1  § 
13. 

£    s.  d. 
352    9  0 
359    5  0 
347    1  6 
369    9  6 

i 

-o 

is 

~=i 
\l 
i  - 

3  7 
3  H 

CARMARTHEN. 

Area.  165,002  acres. 
Pop.,  33,391. 

Total  tor  4  years 

LLANDILOFAWR" 

Area,  106,556  acres. 
Pop..  23,694. 

Total  for  4  years 

LLANDOVERY. 

Area,  133,430  acres. 
Pop.  9,587. 

Total  for  4  years 

LLANELLY. 

Area,  59,599  acres. 
Pop.,  56,896  acres. 

Total  for  4  years 

NEWCASTLE-IN- 
EMLYN. 

Area,  114,784  acres. 

Pop.,  18,135. 

Total  for  4  years 
Total  for  the  County 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1*97 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1896 
1897 
1898 

IS99 

674 
693 
703 
825 

20 
6 

5 

694 
699 
703 
830 

£   s.  d 
78  17  C 
84  10  0 
83    5  0 
170    9  C 

£    s.  d 
21    2  2 
23  16  0 
17    4  6 
34    5  0 

£    s.  d 

1  18  7 

2  6  5 
1  12  5 
1  10  9 

£    s.  d 



£    s.  d 
6  10  C 

10  10  0 

11  0  0 

12  15  0 

£    s.  d 
12  15  7 
11  19  5 
11  12  8 
11  10  6 

£    s.  d. 
121    3  10 
133    1  10 
124  14  7 
230  10  9 

2,895 

31 

2,926 

417    2  0 

96    7  8 

7    8  2 

1 

40  15    01  47  18  2 

609  11  0 

4  2 

1,428  5  0 

3  6 

505 
601 
547 

587 

505 
601 
547 
587 

58  17  0 
72  10  8 
62  18  0 
66    4  0 

29    0  11 

35    3  9 
32    4  3 
31    6  0 

_ 

- 

- 

9  10  4 

9    9  2 
9    8  9 
9    8  6 

97    8  3 
117    3  7 
104  11  0 
106  18  6 

3  10 
3  11 
3  10 
3  8 

141  17  6 
139    5  0 

142  15  6 

143  7  6 

5  5 
5  4 
5  (» 

— 

28  3 

2.24< ) 

2,240 

260    9  8 

127  14  11 

37  16  9 

426    1  4 

3  10 

567    5  6 

215 
184 
177 
151 

215 
184 
177 
151 

32    5  0 
27  10  0 
26  12  0 
76  12  0 

20    0  0 
20    0  0 
141  19    2  0 
13  11  0 

13  11  0 
13  11  0 
13    8  0 

1    7  3 

65  16  0 
61    1  0 
60    9  3 
90    3  0 

6  1 
6  8 
6  10 
11  11 

125    0  0 
125    0  0 
127    5  6 
134    9  0 

727 

162  19  0 

72  13  0 

40  10  0 

17  3 

277    9  3 

7  8 

511  14  6 

1,416 
1,356 
1,406 
1,243 

25 
143 

6 
9 

1,441 
1,499 
1,412 
1,252 

139    8  6 
151    7  0 
143    7  0 
125    8  0 

51    8  8 

47  15  6 
64    1  3 

48  14  6 

: 

10  10  0 
9    0  0 
9    0  0 
8  10  0 

27    0  5 
27  10  3 

24  6  11 

25  10  5 

228    7  7 
235  12  9 
240  15  2 
208    2  11 

3  2 
3  2 
3  5 
3  4 

291    2  0 
252  16  0 
297  15  0 
264    9  3 

1  1 
ii  11 

1  2 

5,421 

183 

5,604 

559  10  6 

211  19  11 

- 

37    0  0 

104    8  0 

912  18  5 

3  3 

1,106  2  3 

1  1 

384 
372 
381 
382 

1 

385 
372 
381 
382 

45    3  0 
50  17  C 
53  17  6 
63  11  0 

15  10  6 

14  19  3 

15  2  2 

16  12  2 

5    3  10 

5  3  0 

6  19  3 
5    6  1 

65  17  4 
70  19  3 
75  18  11 
85   9  3 

3  5 

3  10 

4  0 

4  6 

170  17  6 

171  19  6 
175    4  6 
179    0  6 

2  2 
•2  2 
2  3 
2  4 

1,519 

1 

1,520 

213    8  6 

62    4  1 

22  12  2 

298    4  9 

3  11 

697    2  0 

2  3 

12,802  215 

13,017  1,613    9  8 

570  19  7 

7    8  2 

118    5  0 

214   2  4 

2,524    4  9 

3  11 

1,310  9  3 

APPENDIX. 


CARMARTHEN. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


1.59U 
1,649 
1,271 
1,783 


Other  Expenses. 


224  15  6 

220    6  6 

277  14  6 

242    0  6 

964  17  0 


200  19  6 
187  10  6 

309    4  C 


96  10  0 
95  5  6 
165  17  0 


62  15  0 
61  7  11 
65  10  5 

63  14  7 

253    7  11 


£  s.  d.  I 
1  12  0 


25  18  8 

42„  3  7 

32^17  3 

38    2  6 

139    2  01 


20  1  4 
12  13  0 
27  1 


450  19  6  77  15  0 
526  13   0    104  6 


126  11  6 
119  15  0 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


s; 

II 


1  Ic>s 

ill 


£    s.  d. 

10  19  3 

11  3  3 

10  19  11 

11  2  8 

44    5    1  ] 


9  6  1 

10  4  0 

9  10  5 

j  10  4  4 


300  1  9 
292  17  8 
356  10  10 
316  17  9 

,266    8  0 


£    s.  d.s 

359  15    0  3  7 

358  19    0  3  11 

354  19    6  3  4 

352  10    0  3  8 


CARMARTHEN. 


S    0  1,426   3   6  3 


LLANDILOFAWR. 


4  10  1 


211    9  3,  7  0 

253    7  1 

229  18  2  3  11 

357  11  4  9  5 

,052    5  10  6  8 


143    9  0  5  6 

138    0  0  5  4 

138    0  015  4 

138    0  ol  i 

9  0  ! 


1  13  3  116    5    612  10 

3    8  0  118  14  1012  8 

1    1  6  179  11  6 

3    7  0  101    6  1 


LLANDOVERY. 


164  8  1143  3 

134  14  4  31  4 

148  11  9  39  1 

133  15  231  1 


9    9    515  17  11 


11  11 


581  10 


;:!.->  11 


24    0  11 

24  9  3 
24    6  2 


7  11 
3  17 


654  19  11 
540  1  6 
859  14  4 


6  111  270 

7  9|  291 
4  10j  302 


7    01,151   4  1 


NEWCASTLE-IN- 
EMLYN. 


2  6,016  18  11 


7    5  4,396  19  3 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Foots  Yeabs  ended  Lady-Day, 


3 

imbei 

$ 

!* 

1. 

2. 

BANGOR  AND 

BEAUMARIS. 

Area  91,276  acres. 
Pop.  38,647. 

Total  for  4  years 

CARNARVON. 

Area  88.201  acres. 
Pop.  42,653. 


Total  for  4  yeari 

CONWAY 

Area  50,248  acres. 
Pop.  34,031. 

Total  for  4  years 

PWLLHELI. 

Area  93,017  aores. 
Pop.  21,905. 

Total  for  4  years 
Total  for  the  County 


1897 
1898 
1899 


1896 
1897 


56  19  0 
48  15 


£  s.  d. 

21  19  ( 

21  15  0 

22  7  6 
19  3  0 

85  5  0 


21  13 

22  7 
24  18 


16  10  0 
16  10 
16  10 
16  10 

66   0  0 


0  0 
0 

21  0 


105  10 
107  11 
109  11 
95  14 


113  17 
119  4 
125  19  11 


3| 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  DM0. 


1  i 


13  14  10 
11    5  10 


15  9  0 

16  0  6 
16  3  1 
16  16  11 

64  9 


0  0  126  0  0  i 

0  0  134  0  0  i 

0  0  120  0  0  t 

10    0  0  107  0  0  I 

I  31    0  0  487  0  0  I 


4    31,411  0  0 


150   0   0 147    5    6  1 


2  1  I 

1  5! 

2  4  13, 


m  \  412 

H  a 


CARNARVON. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


EH  t> 


EH  S 


31 


)5  369  17  10 
)3    300  19 

4,092  1,173  10  0 


14  5 
13    0  2 


327  13  10  ! 
298  12 


BANGOR  AND 

BEAUMARIS. 


390  0  0 
390    0  0 


)  1,411  15    6  ( 


332  1  0 
721  3  6 
331    3  6 


CARNARVON. 


15  14    0    433    1    7  6 

14  16 

9j  8 

15  17    6|    503    9    3  9 


:  296  0  0  0 

i  334  0  0  0 

.352  0  0  0 

i  351  0 


61    8    0  2,193    4    8  7    4 1,333  0  0  ' 


249  0  0 
247    0  0 


59  0  0  3 

113  0  0  2 

113  0  0  2    0  0 

115  0  0  4    0  0 


3  1,097    0    0    400    0    0  11    0  0 


Oil  11 


318  0  0 

366  0  0  13 

400  0  012  6 

441  o  0 

)  1,525  0  Oil  7 


188  0 
202   0  0 
192  0 


106  0  0  40  0  0 

153  0  oj  55  0  0! 

133  0  0  41  0  0 

124  0  0  31  0  o' 


1  11 
1  10 


516    0   0    167    0  0| 


7  1,048   0  0  1  11 


3  4,584  11    6  1,085  10    8  11    0  0 


8    0  4,723  0  0 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


UNION. 

i. 

Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 

Total  Number  of  Primary 
•  Vaccinations. 

w  Total  Number  of 
•  Re-Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
I"  and  Re-Vaccination. 

Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
f°  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.0. 

> 

d 
> 

6. 

1 
7. 

po  Legal  Proceedings. 

9. 

Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

_  Total  Remunera- 
f°  tion  of  D.M.O.'s. 

iz 
5- 
7- 

<> 
14. 

LXANRWST. 

Area  119,813  acres. 
Pop.  13,170. 

Total  for  4  years 

RUTHIN. 

\    Area  99,083  acres. 
Pop.  12,086. 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1891 
1897 
1898 
1899 

229 
149 
321 
201 

1 

- 

229 
150 
321 
201 

■  .  £   s.  d. 
25  19  6 
15    1  6 
43  19  0 
17  18  6 

£    s.  d. 
6  13  6 
4   7  6 

10  18  6 
8  17  6 

£   s.  d. 
2  15  0 
2    2  6 

2  17  6 

3  0  0 

£   s.  d. 
4    2  3 
4    9  2 
4  15 
4  10  6 

£   s.  d. 
39  10  3 
26   0  8 
61  16  5 
34    6  6 

s.  d. 
3  5 
3  6 
3  10 
3  5 

3  7 

£    s.  d. 

89  1  0 
88    3  0 

90  11  6 
98    2  0 

s.  d. 
1  S 
1  R 

900 

1 

901 

102  18    6      30  17  0 

10  15  0 

17    3  4 

161  13  10 

365  17  6 

159 
194 
198 
178 

5 
2 

159 
199 
200 
178 

29    0  0 
38    0  0 

28  0  0 

29  0  0 

26  0  0 

27  0  0 
13    0  0 
23    0  0 

2    0    0    7    0  0 
2    0    0    8    0  0 
2    0    0    8    0  0 
2   0    0    7    0  0 

64    0  0 
75    0  0 
51    0  0 
61    0  0 

8  1 
7  6 

5  1 

6  10 

219    0  0 
217    0  0 
216    0  0 
221    0  0 

2  9 
2  8 
2  I 

Total  for  4  years 

729 

7 

736 

124   0  0 

89    0  0 

_ 

8   0  0 

30    0  0 

251    0  0 

6  10 

873    0  0 

2  9 

WREXHAM. 

Aija  60,170  acres. 
Pop.  70,164. 

x'otal  for  4  years 
Total  for  the  County 

1896 
1897 
1898 
1899 

1,324 
1,290 
1,288 
1,390 

53 
1 

1,377 
1,290 
1,288 
1,391 

154    5  6 
148    8  6 
144  18  6 

268    4  0 

53  12  0 
48  13  6 
50  16  (» 
69  17  3 

20    0    0  31  14  10 
20    0    0  32  15  1 
20    0    0  32  12  10 
11    5    0  33    0  5 

259  12  4 
249  17  1 
248    7  10 

382    6  8 

3  9 
3  10 
3  10 

5  6 

168    0  0 
275    2  0 
278    0  0 
305   0  0 

j 

0  11 

o  io 

0  10 
0  11 

5,292 

54 

5,346 

715  16    6    222  19  3 

71    5    0130    3  2 

1 

1,140    3  11 

4  3 

1,026   2  0 

0  10 

6,921 

62 

6,983 

942  15  0 

342  16  3 

90    0    o|l77    6  6 

1,552  17  9 

4  5 

2,264  19  6 

AFPENDIX.  375 


DENBIGH. 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 

is 
'  8 1 
^  1 

2. 

w  Total  Number  of 
•  Re-Vaccinations. 

*>-  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
i"  and  Re-Vaccination. 

_  Average  Cost  of  Vaccination 
J°  and  Re-Vaccination  per  head. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 

5. 

d 

6. 

& 

s 

7. 

oo  Legal  Proceedings. 

9. 

_  Miscellaneous 
P  Expenses. 

1 

3? 

13. 

_  Average  Cost  per 
^  Visit  of  D.M.O. 

)  357 
1  304 
I  276 
5  222 

9 
14 

96 

366 
318 
671 
318 

£    s.  d. 
76  15  0 
96    0  6 
112  15  6 
161    4  6 

£   s.  d. 

6   0  6 
24    2  9 

12  5  4 

13  19  0 

£    8.  d. 
4  13  10 
4  15  5 

4    9  1 

£    s.  d. 

87    9  4 
124  18  8 
129  12  10 
179  12  7 

s.  d. 
4  9 
7  10 
3  10 

11  4 

£    s.  d. 
99  10  6 
93  10  6 
96  12  6 
106  11  6 

s.  d. 
1  11 
1  9 

1  10 

2  0 

LLANRWST. 

RUTHIN. 

WREXHAM. 

1,159 

514 

1,673 

446  15  6 

56    7  7 

18  10  4 

521  13  5 

6  3 

396    5  0 

1  11 

)  225 
182 
!  242 
t  200 

1 

2 
60 

25 

226 
184 
302 

225 

97    0  0 
74    0  0 
91    0  0 
95    0  0 

14   0  0 

13  0  0 
11    0  0 

14  0  0 

4    0  0 
4    0  0 
4    0  0 
4    0  0 

115    0  0 
91    0  0 
106    0  0 
113    0  0 

10  2 
9  11 
7  0 

10  1 

212    0  0 
192    0  0 
202    0  0 
185    0  0 

2  8 
2  5 
2  6 
2  4 

88 

937 

357    0  0 

52    0  0 

- 

16    0  0 

425    0    0  9  1 

1 

791    0  0 

2  6 

>  1,684 
1,683 

!  1,730 
1,954 

4 
7 
138 
76 

1,688 
1,690 
1,868 
2,030 

597  14  0 
590    0  6 
639  18  0 
693    7  0 

138    3  9 

136  6  0 

137  8  3 
151    6  2 

30    8  3 
35    2  7 
29    9  4 
26  14  4 

766  6  0 

767  9  1 
806  15  7 
871    7  6 

9  1 
9  1 
8  8 
8  7 

311    0  0 

298  0  0 

299  0  0 
292    0  0 

0  11 
0  11 
0  11 
0  10 

0  11 

7,051 

225 

7,276 

2,526  19  6 

563    4  2 

121  14  6 

3,211  18  2 

8  10 

1,200  0  0 

9,05f* 

827 

9,886 

3,330  15  0 

671  11  9 

156    4  10 

4,158  11  7 

8  5 

2,387  5  0 

169. 
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DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Four  Yeaes  ended  Lady-Day,  1899 


Other  Expenses. 


§ 

ll 
1| 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinators 
also  D.M.O. 


IS 

1; 


Area,  99,243  acres. 
Pop.,  31,046. 

Total  tor  4  years 

HAWARDEN. 

Area,'  33,609  acres. 
.Pop.,  21,601. 


HOLYWELL 

Area,  73.269  acres. 
Pop.  38,495. 


Total  for  the  County 


0119  1 
1    3  9 


50    3    0      27    9  0 


12    1,724    204    6    Oj    114  11    0  4 


23  14  0 
20  9  0 

24  9 
17  17 


!  10  0 


5  14 
12  10 


25  13  0 
27  12 

26  15  6 


326  11    6    104    8  0 


617    7    6    263  14  1 


2  10 

2  0  0 

2  0 

1  10 


7  8  11 
6  11 


34  14  7 
46  6  6 
38  14  5 


8    0  0 


19  19  0 
19  19  0 


126  15  11 
148  13 


446  0 
446  0 


1  11 


66  10 
83  13  0 
71  14  0 


121    4    0105    6  2 


1,126  18    1  4    4  3,470  9  6 
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FLINT. 


Foub  Yeabs  ended  Lady- Day,  1903. 

^  Total  Number  of  Primary  j 
■  Vaccinations. 

^  s 

11 
ll 

3. 

*■  Total  Number  of  Operations. 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses 

_    1  ota)  Cost  ol  Vaccination 
r  and  He-Vaccinatioa 

1  § 

S| 

II 

u 
II 

Where  the 
Publio 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.W.W 

5. 

% 
6. 

I 
1 
7. 

i 

i 

§ 
8. 

i 

9. 

§ 

1  i 
ll 

m  °" 

10. 

1% 

i  § 

13. 

—  Average  Cost  pei 
Visit  oi  D.M.U 

536 
511 
463 
504 

9 
9 
10 
260 

544 
520 
473 
764 

£  s.  a. 

193  10  6 
187  19  6 
171  12  6 
218    7  0 

£    s.  d. 

45    7  9 

38  16  6 
37  19  9 

39  18  9 

£  s.  d. 

_ 

: 

£  s.  d.i 
9  12  9 
9    4  0 
9    6  9 
9    9  6 

£    s.  d. 
248  11  0 
236   0  0 
218  19  0 
267  15  3 

3.  d. 
9  2 
9  1 
9  3 
7  0 

£    s.  d. 
446    0  0 
446    0  0 
446    0  0 
446    0  0 

s.  d. 
1  8 
1  8 
1  10 
I  8 

ST.  ASAPH. 

HAWARDEN. 

HOLYWELL. 

2,013 

288 

2,301 

771    9  6 

162    2  9 

37  13  0 

971    5  3 

8  5 

1,784  0  0 

297 
319 
273 
496 

3 

498 
92 

297 
322 
771 

588 

134   5  0 
145    9  0 
127    9  6 
314  14  0 

52  2  0 

53  4  0 
50  17  6 
64    7  0 

_ 

_ 

_ 

7    2  1 

7  13  9 

8  7  0 
16  19  8 

193    9  1 
206    6  9 
186  14  0 
395  10  8 

13  0 

12  10 
4  10 

13  5 

95  0  0 

96  0  6 
121  16  1 
123    2  11 

1  7 
1  6 

1  11 

2  0 

1,385 

593 

1,978 

721  17  6 

220  10  6 

- 

- 

- 

39  12  6 

982    0  6 

9  11 

435  19  6 

1  9 

809 
969 
887 
934 

2 
8 

110 

811 

977 
1,276 
1,044 

332  16  6 
380    4  0 
358    1  0 
462    9  0 

53    8  9 
65    4  0 
55    1  9 
50  12  9 

2  12  6 
2    3  4 
2  14  11 
2  11  4 

9    7  0 
9    2  0 
7    4  6 
6    4  0 

398    4  9 
456  13  4 
423    2  2 
521  17  1 

9  10 
9  4 

10  0 

337  18  0 
329  10  0 
317  10  0 
319  12  6 

1  2 
1  1 
1  1 
1  2 

3,599 

509 

4,108 

1,533  10  6 

224    7  3 

10    2  1 

31  17  6 

1,799  17  4 

8  9 

1,304  10  6 

1  2 

6,997 

1,390 

8,387 

3,026  17  6 

607    0  6 

10   2  1 

109    3  0 

3,753    3  1 

8  11 

3,524  10  0 

DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 

The  Column  headed  11  Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O's."  doei  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  Officers.    The  ' 

Unions  the  information  was  not  complete  : 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day,  1  SOU. 


§3 


II 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


BRIDGEND  AND 

COWBRIDGE. 

Area  110,571  acres. 
Pop.  67,453. 

Total  for  4  years 

CARDIFF. 

Area  77,659  acres 
Pop.  228,638 

Total  for  4  years 


Area  41,109  acres. 
Pop.  11,727. 

Total  for  4  years 

MERTHYR  TYDFIL. 

Area  75,217  acres. 
Pop.  135,540. 

Total  for  4  years 


Area  107,166  acres. 
Pop.  71,604. 

Total  for  4  years 

P0NTARDAWE. 

Area  57,168  acres. 
Pop.  26,718. 

Total  for  4  years 


i:;,l.-.i 


13,106 


110  18  6 
96  11  G 
162    0  6 


73  5  10 
81  13  10 
91  14  0 
77  10 


10  15 
12  0 
12  0 


229  17  1 
295  13  10 


55  17    6  126  12  9 


262  3  6 
304   6  4 


263  12  11 
257  10  11 


25  12  1 

26  11  5 


29  12  0 
27  3  0 
16  16  0 


15  12  0  58  19 

5  10  0  70  15 

6  18  6|  75  10 
2  15  01  59  0 


6  115  16 
0130  11 
0  112  3 
9 131  16  1 


»  15    6  264    5    3  490    7  1 


3  16  0 

3  17  6 

6    3  0 

9    0  1 


22  16  7 


304  15  0 
295  18 
276  10 
468  1 


103  0 
95  10  9 
112  17 


2  18 

2  11  10 

2  11 

2  18 


11    0  3 


.84  15  0 
77    0  0 


178  4  11 
212  8  11 
117    8  11 


80  13 
67  17  8 
65    5  7 


31  10  0 

28  18  0 


45  11  0 
1  10  6 


12  10  10 
12  17 


51  15  C 
42  18  1 


520  10  9 
523  10 
485  14  6 


417  17 

254  14 


116  12 
120  17 
128  15  10 
118  15  9 


485  1 


404  13  11 
398  15  0 


135  11  0 
150    1  6 


5    l!    47    5  0 
5    3    64  17 
3    0|    40    0  0 
3  11  121 


4    3,  273    2  6 


50  0 
57  0 


3    2  215   0   9  0 
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GLAMORGAN. 


i<uob  ItjiAKs  EJsjjiiu  Ladv-Uay, 


Other  Expei 


11 


II 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


1:1 


6,03] 


n  ;,•_'<■)(  i 


313  11  11 

414  13  4 
563  15  7 


97  14 
113  19  9 
127  19  11 


32    5  7 
40  7 
46    3  3 


442  13 
560  18  8 


1,950  15    0    480  17  7 


2,581  15  11  8  0 


3,745  1,175  11  0  405  11 

4,169  1,319    7  3  378  0 

4,  W  1,302  14  2  368  19  10 

6,007  1,662  19  8j  382 


14   0  10 

9  15  0 
9  14 

14  15  11 


18,107  5,460  12    lj  1,534  18  10  ■ 


6  2 


2,864 
3,307 
3,726  1,: 
4,523  2,685 


14,420   4,085  18,505 


1,978 
2,170 


93  15  0 

228    0  6 


1,279  18  0 
1,806  12  0 


374  13 
550  17 


230  9  0 
280  10  3 


184  16  11 
726  11  0 


335  9  0 
293  18 


9  11 
9  10 


140  9  1 

116  14  ! 

132  17  ' 

121  10  I 


1,745    4  5!  9  4  464 

1,833    8  1  8  10  466  ■ 

1,824  11  6!  8  9  469    0  0 

2,194  15  s!  7  4  451    1  10 


511  12 


7,597  19    3  8    5:1,850  6  10 


4  11 
4  15 
16  10 


117  13  310  2 

126    6  4  9  6 

125  16  0  3 

271    0  1 13  9 


27    5   2  337  15 


73  18 
81  1 

.08  12  7 


640  15    8  7  10 


1,163  1  1 

1,283  11  8 

1,593  12 

2,201  14  11 


6,241  19  10 


568    0  1  6  11 

709    0  lj  8  8 

804  11  11  8  1 

958  18  4  5  10 


102    5  0  2  0 

150  15  0  2 

146  18  6  3 

145    0  0  3 


604  18    6  2  8 


142  0 
149  16  0 


12  13    3    413  13  9 

12  15    4    413  10 

13  6  11  365  8 
13    3    5    543  13 

51  18  11  1,736  5  8 


55  0 

54    0  0 

56  0  0 


MERTHYR  TYDFIL. 


P0NTARDAWE. 


380 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


FotTE  Yeabs  ended  Lady-Day, 


Other  Expenses. 


COUNTY  OF 


Where  the 
Publio 

Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


§ 

|l 
1| 


13 

EH  d 


1 1 

41 


4,702 
5,096 
4,725 
3,511 

18,034 


4,7* 
5,109 


391  17 
413  10 


185  11 
204    0  2 
180  10  3 


£  b.  d. 
2    9  8 


23  19 

24  9 


7  17 

6  19 

7  17  10 
4  13 

27    7  10  2 


673  10    4  : 

674  12    1  : 


300  9    0  1 
278  7 
366  4   0  1 


2,746 
2,674 
2,411 


Total  for  4  years 


2,680 
2,411 


110  0  0 
82  10 


57    5  4 
5  8 


27  17 

5    6  i 


457  9  10  I 
422  16  11  I 
370  13  10  : 


55017 
494  15    0  ( 
54717    6  < 
580  12 

I  2,174  2    6  ( 


Total  for  the  County 


)  6,643  19    0  3,861    0    2  L 
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GLAMORGAN-  voniivwil. 


Where  the 
Publio 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


11 


a  % 


PONTYPRIDD. 


4,441 
5,125 
6,480 
8,715 

5  "2  1,7(11 


1,421    3  6 
1,584   9  9 
1,875  17 
2,315  9 

7,196  19 


286  6  9 

334  6 

355  15 

408  18  1 

1,385 


8  14  0 
7  14  10 

9  9  4 


4  10  0 
4  10 


14  17  (i 
12  12  9 


1,721  1 
1,93619  3 

2,254  4 
2,750  19  2 


350  10  0 
359  11  0 
378  0 
350  2 

1,438  4 


0  8 
0  7 


(i  :];_>,:;  ;:■ 
•  1,647 
2,037 
3,290  1 


805  9  0 
6  3,251  12 


151  12  6 
150  1 
192  10 
200  17 


2  17  1 

2  4 


0  14  0 
7  10  6 


49  17 

49  8  0 
58  14 
204  11  9 

362  11  4 


939  16 
707  14 

1,062  13  9 
3,079 

6,389  8  10 


51815  0 

488  15  0 

481  12  11 

451  10  8 

8  1,94013  7 


0  10 
0  10 


9  28,983  110442  2! 


!  6,081    3  2120 


46  13    0  1,41X1  10  (i  lit 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


Area  98,722  acres. 
Pop.  5,732. 


Area  127,140  acres. 
Pop.  16,322. 


Total  for  4  years. 


Area  152,137  acres. 
Population  14,248. 


Total  for  4  years. 


Area  145,709  acres. 
Pop.  27,889. 


Total): or  4  years. 


Total  for  the  County. 


10  13  0 
8  14 
8  11  0 


£  s.  d. 

1  18  0 

1  17  2 

1  12  0 

1  15  1 


19  11 
17  14 


75    0  6  3  ■ 

71  11  6  2  I 

73  3  0  3  I 

74  1  0  2  11 


33  18  0 

27    9  0 

31  3  0 
30  13 


31  14 
26  14  1 


29  0 

32  16  0 

29  19  0 

27  3 

118  18  6 


89  13  26 
86  10 
85  16 
63  16  6 

325  17  0 


24  2 
20    5  5 


35  19 
44  15 
38  10 
35  16 

155  1 


0  8 
4  11 


7  2 


25  3 
23  16  0 


87    8  10 
75  19 
80    7  11 


i  10  6  1 
1  16    2  1 


5  15  6 
5    2  0 


0  7  6 
0  14  0 


59    4    3  5  11 

52    5  11  4 

64  10    0  6 

57    2    7  5  10 


233  2 


i  5  5 


125  12    8  I 

131  5  ii  : 


312  1  6  0  U 

296  8  3  0  II 

298  17  9  0  & 

268  9  2  0  p\\ 

1175  16  8  0  II 


*  BALA  UNION.—  In  this  Union  the  figures! 
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MERIONETH. 

The  remuneration  is  only  shown  when  information  as  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  the  D.M.O.  has  been  given.  In  the  following  union 
complete  :  Dolgelly. 


1 

■a 

Oh 

ll 

1  1 

1. 

2. 

Poub  Ybaes  ended  Lady-Day,  1903. 


Other  Expenses. 


19  17  0 

20  9  0 
29  17 


348  12 
198  13  8 
405  14 


4  16  0 
6  13 

5  15 


113    1  1  16  16 

121  13  7  20  4 

117    7  0  27  19 

162    1  6  23    1  5 


2  15  10 

3  0  6 
2  6  3 
2    7  5 

10  10  0 


29  18 
51  16 
43  11 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


1  16 
1  14  10 
1  15 


7  0 
7  6 
6  2 


75  10  6 
70    0  0 


2  10 
4  7 
4  10 


177  10 

251  19 


133  0 
136  10  0 
132    0  6 

134  10 


0  7 

1  0  0 


144  18 
148  12 
187  10 


810  1 
1113 


614    9    311  0 


174  19  11  8 
400  8  6 10 
242  5  1  8 
470    3    1  8 

1,287  16    7  8  1 


272  6 

8  3 
11  6 


0  5 
0  5 
0  4 


5,362    1,019   6,381  2,368    2    5    423  13    1  10  10  0 


s  to  D.M.O.  include  the  W.H. 


0    6    6  10  18  10  2,813  10  10  8  101900    8  11 


.",8'1 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Four  Yeaes  ended  Lady-Day, 


Where  the 
PubHc 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


Area  89,738  acres. 
Pop.  14,844 


LLANFYLLIN. 


Area  195,1! 
Pop.  16,98: 


MACHYNLLETH. 

<\rea  130,892  acres. 
Pop.  11,026. 


Total  for  4  years 


Area,  176,157  acres. 
Pop.  21,115. 


Total  for  the  ( Jountj 


43  8 
42  16 
76  13 


200  27  0  0 

216  28  0 

179!  23  0  0 

2is|  61  0  0 


52  12 

53  11 


12  0  0 

14  0 

12  0  0 

15  0  0 


0  0 


24  12  11 

25  14  10 
28  10 


£  s.  d.1 

4  10  0 

3  15  0 

3  0  0 

3  0  01 


6  6 

7  17 

5  17  8 


14    5    0  ! 


6  0  0 
9    0  0 


3    3  0 

2    6  6 


i  0  0 
1  11  6 


4  13  0 
3  14 


7  10  3 

7  4 

7  2  3 

7  9 

29    6  7 


51  12 
60  17 


71  17 

71  12 
70  16 
102    9  10 


316  15  10 


51  0 
45  0 


87  10  10 
87  15 
90    3  7 
94  11  5 

360    1  1 


9  238  0  0 

4  238  0  0 

2  242  0 

1  233  7 


4    4  951    7    5  I 


4    31,181  16  2 


172  0  0  | 
167    0  0| 


220  17 
202  12 
209  13 


4    7  3,656  11  6 


MONTGOMERY. 
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Four  Years  ended  Lady-Day, 


5| 


Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  D.M.O. 


£  s.  d. 
2    5  0 


102  18 
105  8 
175  17 


22  14 
21  15  0 


173  15 
167  14 


26  12 
25  14 
29  14  2 


122  0 
64    0  0 


0    0      57    0  0 


165  8 
745  10 


166  16    711  3 


8  3  215  10  0  1 
5  0  200  10  o  : 
4   8  201   0  o  : 


5    0  6 

5  8  3 

6  1 

5  10  5 


212  10 
199  15 
241  17  11 


22    0  11 


0  0 
0  0 
0  0 


98    0    010  2 


140  0 
77  0 


14   0    0    414    0    0  9  0 


6  0  0 
6  18 


183  6  1 
204  19 


LLANFYLLIN. 


290  9  11  i 
277  16    0  < 


MACHYNLLETH. 


165  0  0 
160    0  0 


204  7  10 
204  12  4 
192  13  5 
189    3  11 

790  17    6  ! 


2  2 
2  1 


6    5  3,426    3  4  - 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES  : 


COUNTY  OF 


Where  the 
PubJio 
Vaccinator  ia 
also  D.M.0 


HAVERFORDWEST. 

Area  169,810  acres. 
Pop.  33,140. 

Total  for  4  years 

NARBERTH. 

Area  124,329  acres. 
Pod.  17,35«. 

Total  for  4  years 
PEMBROKE. 

Area  62,979  acres. 
Pop.31,940. 

Total  for  4  years 

Total  for  the  County 


31  652 
52  638 


91  11  0 
76  19 
56  17  0 


53  13  0 

52    7  6 

49  12  0 
42  2 


197  15  0 


15  12 
14  17 
12    9  0 


25  0  0 

23  0  0 

24  0 

32  0  0 


727    4   0    324  18  9 


104    0    0    5    0  0 


17  10  0 
17  10 
17  10 
17  10 


70    0  0 


13  0  0 
12  0 


7  2  11 
6  18  10 
6  14  10 


158  15    0  71  15  9 


85  18 
85  15  0 
81  18 
72  11 


326    2  10 


240  0  0  4  I 

242  0  0  4  'Si! 

240  0  oj  4  7 

239  0  0  5  U 


8  2,59216    0  - 


PEMBROKE. 
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Four  Yeaks  ended  Lady-Day, 


Other  Expenses. 


347  17 

307  17 

290  16  0 

376  12  0 


149  12 
152  12 


239  0  0 
249    0  0 


76  12 
75  19 


26  10 

26  3 
26    2  0 


62  0  0 
72   0  0 


3  18  7 
3  18  7 


4  16 

5  4  11 
5  2 

5  13  11 


1 

head. 

iation 

§  g 

Total  Co 
and  Re-^ 

11. 

12. 

Where  the 
Public 
Vaccinator  is 
also  DM.O. 


.  HAVERFORDWEST. 


384  10  0  ! 
366  15  3  ' 
460  13 


204    6  010 
182    0  11 
180  18 


241    0  0 
.  241  12 
I  251  10  0 


167  10  0 
165  18 


2  10 

3  3 
3  5 


20  17    61    751  13  2 


312  0  0 

332  0 

338  0  0  ! 

345  0  0 


11  0  0 

12  0  0 


220  0  0  ■ 
:  229   0   0  : 


DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE  ON  VACCINATION  EXPENSES 


COUNTY  0 

The  Column  headed  "Total  Remuneration  of  D.M.O.'s."  does  not  in  the  case  of  every  Union  show  the  remuneration  of  all  the  Officers. 

Union  the  inform* 


Four  Yeaus  ended  Lady-Day,  1899. 


UNION. 

io  Total  Number  of  Primary  I 
■  Vaccinations. 

Total  Number  of 
■  Re-Vaccinations. 

^-  Total  Number  of  Operations,  j 

Total  Fees. 

Other  Expenses. 

_  Total  Cost  of  Vaccination 
!~  and  Re-Vaccination. 

_  Average  Cost  ol  Vaccination  ; 
and  Re-Vacoinatiou  per  head. 

Where  th 
Public 

Vacoinatoj 

5. 

d 
> 

6. 

1 
Oh 

7. 

1 
3 

8. 

to  Rent. 

1 

1  1 
g  p. 

10. 

aO 

|§ 

li 

13. 

KNIGHTON. 

Area  126,159  acres. 
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RADNOR. 

remuneration  is  only  shown  in  those  cases  where  information  as  to  the  number  of  visits  made  by  theD.M.O.  has  been  given.  In  theKnightor 
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1,102  10 

6 

26,041 

7  6 

18  519    0  £ 

Chester. 

23,844 

3,322 

27,166 

8,679  14  1 

1,998 

19 

6  0 

0 

12  7 

10 

4  15 

9 

375  3 

7 

11,077 

° 

10 

8  2 

Cornwall. 

16,285 

2,115 

18,400 

6,814  10  1 

2,226 

14 

2 

1  19 

0 

_ 

15  0 

0 

245  2 

4 

9,303 

10  1 

4,400  10  7 

Cumberland. 

29,618 

5,876 

35,494 

13,413  13  8 

3,279 

2 

10 

53  5 

3 

139  10 

7 

13  11 

8 

522  5 

5 

17,421 

9 

9  10 

6,732  19  5 

Derby. 

36,817 

13,927 

50,744 

16,251    6  1 

3,754 

17 

3 

51  15 

3 

107  6 

10 

5  17 

6 

837  lit 

5 

21,008 

1 

4 

8  3 

25,828    7  5 

Devon. 

12,946 

3,911 

16,857 

5,983  10  0 

1,511 

10 

39  18 

9 

40  8 

10 

2  0 

0 

256  16 

5 

7,834 

7 

9  4 

15,096    2  8 

Dorset. 

72,293 

5,160 

77,453 

27,156  13  4 

9,486 

77  0 

4 

43  15 

0 

3  0 

0 

2,088  12 

3 

38,855 

710  0 

11,723    8  6 

Durham. 

73,799 

80,585 

154,384 

37,675  16  6 

7,541 

7 

8 

54  7 

3 

131  0 

6 

34  0 

0 

1,908  14 

0 

47,345 

6  2 

26,389    7  6 

Essex. 

27,871 

2,264 

30,135 

11,448    2  0 

3,361 

° 

4 

66  11 

1 

174  6 

0 

2  17 

6 

518  7 

7 

15,571 

610  4 

16,584  10  11 

Gloucester. 

8,426 

2,211 

10,637 

3,996    4  0 

952 

14 

4  14 

6 

18  12 

0 

16  10 

0 

306  15 

1 

5,295 

9 

8 

9  11 

8,695  10  1 

Hereford. 

18,579 

19,903 

38,482 

11,057  17  7 

2,325 

8 

1 

57  0 

5 

47  5 

3 

0  10 

0 

373  0 

4 

13,861 

1 

8 

7  2 

13,482    1  8 

Herts. 

3,704 

1,813 

5,517 

1,748    2  0 

346 

4 

- 

2  2 

0 

1  0 

6 

30  11 

4 

2,128 

7 

2 

7  9 

933    0  6 

Hunts. 

60,639 

84,854 

145,493 

38,499    7  5 

6,741 

13 

86  0 

4 

172  16 

0 

83  15 

0 

1,382  3 

6 

46,965 

° 

0 

6  5 

29,397  19  3 

Kent. 

138,004 

401,377 

105,325    7  11 

26,074 

1 

691  17 

5 

486  8 

6 

59  2 

7 

8,214  0 

5 

140,850 

1 

7  0 

39,945  13  4 

Lancaster. 

12,126 

3,332 

15,458 

6,397  14  8 

1,675 

12 

6 

31  6 

11 

268  16  11 

1  0 

0 

o22  12 

3 

8,697 

3 

11  3 

8,756    4  10 

Leicester. 

30.502 

5,641 

36,143 

13,178  13  10 

4,047 

13 

126  3 

2 

10  10 

0 

771  6 

0 

18,159 

1 

5 

10  1 

19,889    6  9 

Lincoln. 

28g429 

348,632 

634,091 

156,569    6  2 

29,255 

9 

637  4 

10 

1,001  1 

5 

933  16 

11 

12,271  5 

2 

200,668 

3 

7 

6  4 

30,968  19  10 

London. 

54,126 

103,455 

29,381    8  6 

4,750 

9 

7 

266  9 

6 

83  18 

0 

6  10 

0 

731  5 

0 

35,220 

° 

7 

6  10 

11,272    5  0 

Middlesex. 

29,551 

1,654 

31,205 

9,956    5  9 

3,126 

° 

41  18 

9 

7  1 

2 

599  9 

2 

13,730 

15 

8  10 

6,200    8  6 

Monmouth. 

31,003 

14,889 

45,892 

15,633    9  10 

3,574 

5  11 

2 

93  7 

10 

628  9 

7 

19,935 

° 

: 

8  8 

14,483    9  6 

Norfolk. 

16,923 

7,559 

24,482 

7,778  10  5 

2,019 

19 

1 

8  7 

10 

757  19 

3 

445  2 

9 

11,009 

19 

A 

9  0 

8,670    2  7 

Northampton, 

38,224 

4,841 

43,065 

13,884    1  9 

4,366 

10 

5  5 

8 

13  4 

0 

22  4 

3 

561  3 

8 

18,852 

9 

8 

8  9 

6,806    3  10 

Northumberland. 

lO^l 

50,609 

14,551  14  10 

3,530 

17 

5 

26  15 

8 

83  7 

11 

9  0 

0 

1,095  12 

7 

19,297 

8 

5 

7  8 

9,329    3  3 

Nottingham. 

14852 

5,  73 

8,166    7  6 

1,622 

3 

27  3 

8 

36  18 

0 

267  15 

9 

10,120 

8 

10 

7  10 

8,469  13  10 

Oxford. 

1432 

1,643 

3,075 

1,277  17  3 

147 

5 

2 

0  17 

11 

26  16 

8 

1,452 

17 

9  5 

1,017    0  11 

Rutland. 

2  '  1 
2  '-11 

8,411 

29,812 

9,731    4  2 

2,169 

1 

1 

56  9 

7 

7  19 

0 

0  16 

0 

346  0 

0 

12,311 

9 

8  3 

12,323  12  8 

Salop. 

3,916 

33,180 

11,946  13  6 

3,079 

2 

4 

14  13 

0 

52  2 

0 

17  12 

9 

553  3 

0 

15,663 

6 

9  5 

23,446  14  9 

Somerset. 

43,680 

27,414 

71,094 

21,780    1  0 

5,649 

2 

10 

72  10 

2 

27  6 

6 

8  8 

0 

683  9 

5 

28,220 

17 

11 

7  11 

24,881    9  7 

Southampton. 

75,852 

12,525 

88,377 

27,590  19  0 

6,649 

7 

5 

84  15 

10 

27  17 

2 

56  10 

6 

2,190  13 

11 

36,600 

3 

10 

8  3 

16,644  18  4 

Stafford. 

14,390  18  6 

2,777 

4 

7 

40  4 

9 

22  5 

10 

4  9 

9 

430  8 

10 

17,665 

12 

3 

7  8 

15,288  11  9 

Suffolk. 

44  413 

47  826 

92239 

29,194    9  8 

8 

241  9 

0 

402  12 

10 

90  13 

0 

1,260  19 

10 

36,893 

0 

0 

8  0 

17,354   0  4 

Surrey. 

30,207 

19,324 

49,531 

16,014    7  11 

4,020 

1 

in 

52  1 

9 

319  16 

7 

15  8 

0 

763  10 

8 

21,185 

6 

9 

8  7 

23,507  14  9 

- 

Sussex. 

^'318 

J4925 

78  243 

19,803  10  10 

6,03d 

10 

71  12 

4 

100  7 

9 

43  18 

6 

1,438  17 

7 

27,493 

9 

10 

7  9 

13,880    8  10 

Warwick. 

2,847  18  9 

8 

3 

10  15 

7 

1  5 

6 

84  5 

0 

3,493 

13 

1 

8  6 

2,498    6  0 

Westmoreland. 

15461 

2  108 

17569 

6,859    9  3 

1  834 

2  13 

2 

49  12 

7 

8  0 

0 

298  15 

1 

9,053 

1 

410  4 

16,180  12  7 

Wilts 

40,457 

7,876 

48,333 

15,128  14  3 

4,841 

9 

3 

54  2 

9 

8  7 

3 

28  6 

9 

1,216  17 

7 

21,277 

17 

8 

8  10 

20,096  14  4 

- 

Worcester. 

15,325    3  4 

40  7 

1 

2  4 

0 

70  15 

6 

1,067  14 

5 

19,915 

18 

7  4 

8,161    1  7 

York  (E.  Biding). 

23,226 

1,183 

24,409 

8,770  19  11 

2,883 

18 

28  14 

0 

16  18 

2 

1  0 

0 

1 

0 

910  0 

9  875  18  C 

JLUl.lt    \Si.  JXlumgA 

141,021 

25,605 

166,626 

56,999    6  9 

17,894 

18 

10 

229  13 

8 

158  5 

0 

13  18 

1 

3,710  1 

4 

79,006 

3 

9  6 

29,975    7  11 

York  (W.  Biding). 

2,844 

931 

3,775 

1,167    0  0 

191 

0 

_ 

14  0 

0 

0 

: 

7  3 

1,717   0  0 

Anglesey. 

4,799 

2,020 

6,819 

2,968    3  11 

438 

6 

2 

58  19 

3 

3,465 

9 

410  2 

2,388    1  0 

Brecknock. 

5,265 

1,994 

7,259 

2,435  11  6 

396 

9 

3  0 

0 

84  0 

6 

2,919 

1 

9 

8  1 

2,270    7  5 

J3.628 

2,630 

16,258 

4,887    3  0 

912 

1 

11 

4  9 

10 

213  4 

2 

6,016 

18 

11 7  5 

4,396  19  3 

Carmarthen. 

1 0,769 

3,764 

14,533 

4,584  11  6 

1,085 

10 

* 

11  0 

0 

131  18 

0 

5,813 

0 

2 

8  0 

4,723    0  0 

Carnarvon. 

9,059 
.6,997 

827 
1,390 

9,886 
8,387 

3,330  15  0 
3,026  17  6 

671 

607 

11 

0 

10  2 

1 

_ 

156  4 
109  3 

10 

0 

4,158 
3,753 

11 

3 

7 
1 

8  5 
8  11 

2,387    5  0 
3,524  10  0 

Denbigh. 

,61,459 

28,983 

110,442 

29,110  14  3 

6,081 

3 

2 

120  9 

2 

42  9 

6 

46  13 

0 

1,490  10 

6 

36,891 

19 

7 

6  8 

7,736    3  5 

Glamorgan. 

.5,362 

1,019 

6,381 

2,368    2  5 

423 

13 

10  10 

0 

0  6 

6 

10  18 

10 

2,813 

10 

10 

8  10 

1,900    8  11 

Merioneth. 

(6,340 
7,666 

4,102 
856 

10,442 
8,522 

2,856  15  0 
2,963  15  6 

396 
687 

5 
3 

5 
9 

0  17 

0 

4  17 

6 

89  14 
69  16 

1 

3,348 
3,720 

15 

6  5 
8  9 

3,426    3  4 
2,523  11  6 

Pembroke. 

J, 690 

565 

2,255 

689  15  0 

218 

2 

0 

1  0 

6 

29  0 

8 

937 

18 

: 

8  4 

1,039    1  0 

Radnor. 

2,016,666 

1,168,058 

3,197,192 

930,804    2  7 

218,261 

15 

10 

3,671  11  7 

5,115  9 

4 

1,644  15  6 

53,986  8 

9 

1,213,484 

3 

7 

7  7 

652,377  13  8 

V 


